
Anand Biiawan 
Allahabcid, November lo, 1937 

Nawab ^Slohammad Ismail Khnn, m. l. a. 

Mustafa Castle 
Meerut 

My dear Nawab Sahab, 

I am taking the libert}- of writing to you as I am 
greatly distressed at the turn events have taken. The 
kind of things that are being said and written are likely 
to accentuate conuuunal feelings veiy greatly and lead 
inevitably to great bitterness and possibly trouble. I am 
sure 3’ou want to avoid tliis as much as I do. During 
election contests exaggerated statements are often made 
which normally one would hesitate to say. Even so it 
has been my desire to prevent any such exaggeration 
from disfiguring our work and whenever my attention 
has been drawn to it, I have taken some action in the 
matter. 

During the Bundelkhand election and even more so 
during the Bijnor election much was said on behalf 
of the Muslim League which astonished and distressed 
me. Still I thought that the fever of election held 
people and that tliis would pass. But I find that tliis 
continues and the violence of the speeches .and \yritings 
is not only not conducive to clear thought, but can 
only lead to violence in action. 

I do not quite know what our differences are in 
politics. I had imagined that they were not very, great. 
But, whatever they might be, I am sure you will^ agree 
with me that it is highly desirable for all’of tSs to -keep 
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I gladly went although it involved upsetting my pto- 
. gtamme. We failed to agree about the wording of that 
resolution but our discussion clarified matters and 
showed that there was no great fundamental difference. 

The principal object of my writing to you, however, 
is to draw your attention to the fantastic statements that 
have been and are being made by many people on behalf 
of the Muslim League. I cannot imagine that you agree 
with them and yet these statements go uncontradicted. 
And not only statements but acts which are not con- 
demned. For instance, after the Bijnor election a 
volunteer on behalf of the Muslim League stabbed one 
of our respected workers in the train. The volunteer 
might have got excited and I have no particular 
grievance against him, but the fact that this incident did 
not draw any condemnation from the leaders of the 
Muslim League surprised and distressed me. 

Other kinds of violence have also been indulged in 
and, to my knowledge, incitements to violence have 
been, and are, frequent. The encouragement of this 
type of speech and activity can only lead to deplorable 
results. 

The greatest stress has been laid during the Bijnor 
election campaign and subsequently on the fact that 
Islam is in danger and that the Congress is out to destroy 
Islam. Has this, or can it have, an atom of truth in 
it ? Is it a fair statement even at election time ? I 
would beg of you to consider this, for it hurts me to see 
such remarks made by responsible persons and respon- 
sible organisations. We are a political organisation 
working for political ends, which, of necessity, must be 
alike for Hindu and hluslim as weU as other religious 
communities. We have declared in the most unequivocal 
terms tliat full religious and cultural freedom is guaran- 
teed to every one and every group. Even if we had not 
so declared, is it conceivable by tire wildest stretch of 
imagination that Islam can be suppressed by the Hindus 
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* respected colleagues of the Jamiat-nl-Uhma is so patently 
.absurd that it is almost ludicrous. It was said to be 
supported b^* a letter which I wrote to Rafi Ahmad 
Ividwai at the time of the Bundelldiand election. I sent 
tliis letter to tlie press sometime back. I also sent a 
copy direct to Mr. Jinnah. Probably you have seen it. 
Do 3’-ou- think there is anything the least bit improper 
in it ? 

I have been accused, in a number of newspapers 
supporting the Muslim League, of having snatched 
away and torn off every flag bearing Allah-o-Akbar in 
Najibabad. Tliis is a complete lie widiout the shadow 
of a foundation. I have no recollection of even seeing 
such a flag in Najibabad. As you know I move about 
in large crowds and anything that I do can be seen by 
thousands of persons. 

It has been stated by Maulana Shaukat Ali that the 
peasant voters in Bijnor were threatened by Tehsildars, 
Patwaris, Mahajans and landlords and thus induced to 
vote for the Congress candidates. Furdier they were 
harassed at the polling stations if they came to support 
the Muslim League. I am not aware of any such 
incidents but if you can draw my attention to any I shall 
certainly inquire. 

Dr. K. M. Ashraf has been made a special target 
and aU manner of false statements have been attributed 
to him. It has been stated that he declared at the Ahrar 
Conference that unlike the Russians, Mussolini and 
Hitler, we shall destroy every relic of religion and IdU. 
every religious person. It passes one’s belief how such 
astounding lies can be given currency. 

Information reaches us from our local committees 
that groups of workers for the Muslim League go about 
from village to village shouting offensive slogans, such 
as ‘Congress Mnrdahad^ ‘Gandhi Mwdahad’ ‘Hindu Hafir 
bain unko marne se hafn hahishf jawenged Written com- 
plaints to this effect have reached Congress offices. 
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ics and decencies of life ? You and I and many of us 
• have been entangled in public affairs for a long stretch 
of Years and we have seen many ups and downs. We 
have, I hope, a measure of respect for each other. We 
came’ to politics not to find a profession, for we could 
have done well otherwise also. We came because we 
wanted -to work for an objective we had at heart. We 
tried to live up to certain ideals, and even when sorrow 
and difficulty encompassed us, the thought of tliat 
objective and tliose ideals kept us gomg. It has not 
been tlie politician’s game of electioneering that has kept 
us up to tlie mark. Elections come and go; we win ot- 
iose. But tliere are other things in life which have 
attracted us and given us strength . even when disaster 
seemed to threaten us. But if tliose tilings go, . life 
itself would lose its flavour, and public affairs would 
become a curse and an abomination. 

I have written to you at great length and told you 
what I had in my heart. You will forgive me. I am 
distressed at the shaping of events and I want, with 
your help, to stop this rot. 

One thing more. If you have any grievance or 
complaint against the Congress or its methods during tlie 
election or at any other time, I hope you will not hesitate 
to let me know, even as I have written to you frankly. 
We are a large organisation and tlimgs may be done on 
our behalf which are undesirable. We ti-y to stop 
them whenever we can get hold of them. 

Yours sincerely 
Jawaharlal Nehru 
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During elections many persons who have no connection 
.with the League, but are interested in its candidate also 
go about preaching for which the League cannot be 
held responsible. 

You are perfectly right when you say that we 
should conform to a certain standard in our public 
work and should not unnecessarily arouse religious 
passions and animosities, but I make bold to say that 
tlris advice is as much needed by the hloulvies and 
propagandists employed by the Congress to popularise 
its policy and programme among the Muslim masses, 
as by the Leaguers. I wonder whether the speeches 
delivered by the Ahrar leaders who are today espousing 
the Congress cause have ever been reported to ^^'ou. I 
also do not quite Imow whether you ever read Vernacular 
papers in which they are often reproduced. If you have 
not done so, I cannot possibly describe here the filthy 
abuses of the Muslim League and its leaders in which 
these heroic gentlemen indulge. Suffice it to say that 
their speeches often verge on obscenity and vulgarity ; 
yet they are j-eceived everywhere by Congressmen 
with acclamations and commissioned by Congress 
Committees to plead the cause of their candidates in every 
election. I am afraid that your workers purposely 
refrain from furnishing you with informations which 
would not be to their credit. It is not my intention to 
enumerate here our grievances against those who have 
been working or speaking on behalf of the Congress, 
nor do I propose to refer at any length to the Anti- 
Muslim League propaganda which has been carried on 
for several months past by the so-called nationalist press 
both English and Vernacular. I shall, however, draw 
your attention to a drama published in a paper called 
‘Hindustan^ of which the Hon. the Premier of the U. P. 
is supposed to-be a Director. I should like to Icnow 
what you think of it after you have read it. Then 
again, please, , read the speech delivered at the Punjab 
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people often stoop to all kinds of tilings and address 
appeals to the lowest instincts and sentiments of the 
masses. This is not peculiar to India but it is prevalent 
in most countries having democratic constitutions. 
Three more bye-elections are being hotly contested by 
the two organisations wliich, I have no doubt, will 
further aggravate communal feelings. Undue importance 
is being given to the success at these elections, not so 
much by the League as by the Congress, for it chal- 
lenges the right of the League to represent Musalmans. 
It is possible that the situation may improve after the 
elections are over, though I am not sure whether the mass 
contact movement wliich is being carried on aggressively 
by the Congress among the Muslims, will not continue 
to cause friction and maintain the present tension. 

You have very kindly asked me to define our 
points of agreement and points of difference, but I 
think, having regard to our readiness to work in the 
Legislature on the basis of Wardlia Programme which, 
as you say is fairly comprehensive, it is now for you to 
point out where you still differ from us. With a view 
to help you to study the whole question I am attaching 
to tliis the resolutions of the All India Muslim League, 
passed at its annual session held at Lucknow in October 
last, togetlier with a copy of our Election manifesto. 
You will note from these resolutions that the League 
has altered its creed and has democratised its constitu- 
tion. They will also indicate, I have no doubt, that as 
far as the interest of the whole country is concerned 
there is not much difference between the policies and 
programmes of the two organisations. In this connec- 
tion I may be permitted the liberty of stating that if 
tins mass contact movement had not been thrust upon 
us and if the Muslim League Parties had not in tlie 
various Legislatures been so contemptuously treated 
by the Congress, wherever they happened to be in 
majority, the Musalmans would have been nearer the 




tions for solving this didiciilt question iind I am sure it 
• will receive approbation front every fnir-minded man. 

I have already made my oitservations on the 
“fantastic statements” purported to have been made 
by some Muslim Leaguers in Bijnor and elsewlterc. 
All that I wish to say Iterc is that Local CMngrcss Omi- 
mittccs -should be directed to draw the attention to the 
Local Muslim Leagues whenever people are found 
indulging in such reckless and irresponsible talk. 

You complain that no responsible Muslim I.eagucr 
has condemned the violence perpetrated by a League 
volunteer on a Congress Muslim worker in a run- 
ning train, I may tell you in this connection, that 
we instituted an enquiry into this incident and found 
that the volunteer in question had sufficient provocation 
to justify the act. I think the less said about this 
incident the better. Moreover, as the case is still sub- 
judicc, it will not therefore be proper to say more on the 
subject. 

I am Sony that you should think that the Muslim 
Leaguers encourage resort to violence. There is no 
foundation for such an assumption. 

It is not the IS'Iuslim Leaguers who have raised the 
cry of ‘Islam in danger,’ it is our opponents who have 
put this into our moutlis. Every Lluslim believes that 
Islam can never be in danger. 

You rightly deprecate the charges of bribery levelled 
against your colleagues of the Janiiat-ul-Ulema. But 
what are they in comparison to the most atrocious 
charges that are being laid daily against Moulana Shokat 
Ali % Congress Muslims. They only demonstrate our 
moral degradation. 

I had also heard at Bijnor that you had snatched 
away a Congress flag from the hand of a volunteer on 
which ‘AUah-o-Akbar’ was inscribed, because you 
considered it an unauthorised innovation. I am grati- 
fied to learn that there was no shadow of foundation for 
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Anand Bhawan 
Allahabad:, December z 6 , 1937 

Nawab iSloliammad Ismail Khan, m.l.a. 

Legislative Assembly 
Lucknow 

My dear Nawab Sahab, 

I must apologise to you for the delay in answering 
your letter of December ist. It reached me about the 
middle of the month on my return from Assam and I 
have been overwhelmed with work since then. 

You suggest that I have been hasty in arriving at 
certain conclusions on the basis of information supplied 
by interested parties. It may be so and perhaps on a 
fuller consideration of all the evidence I might vary my 
opinion. Indeed I wrote to you in order to balance 
the facts and accusations in my possession with such as 
you might draw my attention to. Any person, how- 
ever judicial-minded he might be, is invariably influenced 
to some extent by what he sees and hears. I have seen 
something and I have heard a great deal about the 
activities of some of the workers on behalf of the League 
and I have been influenced thereby. But essentially 
my distress was due to the whole background of the 
Muslim League propaganda, as evidenced by their 
official leaflets and notices and other statements. All 
this was intensely communal and anti-Congress. Politi- 
cal questions were hardly referred to and the stress was 
on religious and communal questions, which did not 
rise at all. This seems to me a grave disservice to any 
communit}'- and to the nation, for progress comes 
through die development of the political mentality in a 
group. Nationalism is obviously a higher ideal than 
communalism in so far as politics is concerned. 

I am writing diis reply in some haste and therefore 
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politically. That is a welcome advance. But the 
background does not fit in witli this ; indeed it is in direct 
contradiction widi it. Take again the fact that many 
of the present leaders Bf the Muslim League ( I do not 
refer to you or to Mr. Jinnah) sided completely with the 
British Government throughout our struggles with it, 
and some of them actively cooperated witii die most 
reactionary conservatives and diehards in England. Am 
I to understand that they are converts to independence 
and direct action now ? 

One particular statement in your letter has sur- 
prised me exceedingly. Tliis is about the stabbing 
incident after the Bijnor election. You say that after 
inquiry you found that the volunteer who stabbed a 
Congress worker had sufficient provocation to justify the 
act. Now this seems to me very strange. My own 
information is that the person stabbed is an exceedingly 
mild and quiet individual and in fact that he was pro- 
bably stabbed in error for someone else. But, even 
otherwise, do you think that a provocative remark is 
enough to justify stabbing ? 

You drav/ my attention to offensive remarks and 
statements made by persons working on behalf of the 
Congress. You agree, I think, that Congressmen as 
such have not made them but that some Moulvies and 
Ahraris have done so. It may be so and I am exceedingly 
sorry for it. One or two instances were brought to my 
notice during my election tours and I . expressed my 
strong disapproval of them. Certainly I am prepared to 
condemn all such remarks by whomsoever made. Un- 
• fortunately I seldom have time to see the Urdu or Hindi 
press and cannot follow its outbursts. As for the 
so-called nationalist press in English there has certainly 
been anti-Muslim League propaganda but this has been 
political I suppose. I do not remember seeing anything 
personal. In any event please remember that the Cong- 
ress does not control any single such newspaper. They 




\\"c arc a poliiical orgAnisation \ntii our doors 
open to all and trying to luncti(;n on (lie national plane. 
In the interests of Indian unity and freedom it; is essen- 
tial that there should be such an organisation, d'hcrc 
is no other. It may be that occasionally this organisa- 
tion errs in a communal or group matter. If so every 
effort must be made to put it right. 'Jo attack it as an 
organisation and to try to wc.akcn it is to attack the 
conception of Indian unity itself and of nationalism and 
freedom. What will take its place ? And what of all 
of us if there is no such organisation ? 

We go to elections of course in tne hope of winning 
a scat. But I hope you will remember that we aim higher. 
Winnino- scats docs not cai'rv us far. We are .out 
to develop the people politically and to organise them 
for the fight for freedom. Elections give us an oppor- 
tunity for tliis and so we w'cleome them. y\n election 
run on personal issues or other side issues is of no use 
to us wdiatsocver ; indeed it injures our cause. 

You refer to the belief that the Congress is trying 
to destroy hluslim solidarity. That is often said but 
I do not understand it at all. There can be and should 
be religious or cultural solidarity. But when w'e enter 
the political plane, the solidarity is national not com- 
munal ; wdien w'e enter the economic plane the solidarity 
is economic. The Congress is out to build up national 
solidarity and at the same time to preserve in every 
way possible the cultural solidarity of different groups. 

It is very unfair of any one to charge Muslim sup- 
porters of the Congress with being financed by the Con- 
gress. Naturally in our elections we help our candi- 
dates, Hindu or Muslim. Apart from this wdiat is 
meant ? If it is hinted at that Muslims in the Congress 
are there for love of money it is a calumny and a false- 
hood. Our finances are perfectly above board and can 
be inspected. In our various offices there are a number 
of Hindu as W’-ell as iMuslim whole time workers who are 
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that even without the issue of challenges, any statement 
oi: proposal by Mr. Jinnah will always have the most 
careful consideration. We are always prepared to sit 
down and consider any of the problems which afflict 
India. So far as the minorities question is concerned, 
it is the declared and well-established policy of tlie Con- 
gress not only to do full justice to them, but to go even 
beyond that in order to inspire confidence and good- 
will in diem. The Congress can conceive of no free- 
dom for India which is not an equal freedom for all die 
various rehgious communities which inhabit India and in 
which all do not share equally and have full opportunities 
of growth and development. So far as religious and 
cultural matters are concerned it has given the fullest 
possible assurances and declared that diese should be 
incorporated in our fundamental rights in the constitu- 
tion. A further assurance has been given in regard to 
personal law. In regard to certain political rights, the 
Communal Award stands for the present and we have 
stated repeatedly that we seek no change e>xept widi 
the concurrence of those concerned. We have further 
declared that we shall stand by the provisional agree- 
ment wliich was arrived at between Babu Rajendra 
Prasad, acting as Congress President, and Mr. Jinnah. 
What remains ? If ihere is anything of importance 
left over, let us have it out by all means and consider it. 
My difficulty is that I do not know what the argument 
is about. 

Essentially the Congrees is a political body acting 
on the national and pohtical plane, and inevitably deal- 
ing with economic questions. All these overlap com- 
munal and religious boundaries. Because of the strength 
that has come to the Congress from the organ- 
ised masses of this country, and because of the growing 
importance of India, the Congress functions also to some 
extent on the international plane. This is bound to 
grow. This also has nothing to do with religious or 
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grapple with them tlie basic problems must be solved. 
In facing these basic problems of Federation and Inde- 
pendence and povert)’’ and unemployment we come up 
against great vested interests, imperiaUstic and semi- 
feudal. The recent decisions of the Muslim League 
lead me to hope that that organisation is beginning to 
think of these problems in tlie same hght as we have 
done for so many years. If so, let us cooperate by all 
means with each other and with all other anti-imperiahst 
elements in the country in this fight- for freedom, whether 
the method of fighting is by direct action or odreiwise. 

May I express the hope that any further approach 
to the communal or minorities question will be a dis- 
passionate one, and will not seek to rouse bitterness and 
hatred which can never help in the consideration of any 
problem. Jii this dynamic and revolutionary age, preg- 
nant with big possibilit)'-, those of us, who have a mea- 
sure of influence with our countr5rmen, • dare not lose 
sight of the big things or encourage passions wliich 
weaken us and lower us in the world’s esteem. 

Frontier Mail ‘Jawaharlal Nehru 

Mew Yearns 'Day, 1938 


Fticknow, Jan. 6, 1938 

My dear Panditji, 

Very many thanks for sending me a copy of the 
statement you have issued to the Press. I received it 
just as I was leaving Meerut. I cordially welcome it and 
congratulate you on your statesmanship in making the 
position of the Congress clear at an opportune moment. 
I have no doubt that it will elicit a suitable response 
from Mr. Jinnah. I agree with you that Mr. Fazlul 
Huq’s speech as reported in the Press shows not only 
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!Mustafa Cas’i'lf 
Mccrni , January i6, 195 8 

iSIy dear Panditji, 

I have purposely held back luy reply to your last 
letter, for I did not like to inflict it upon you at a time 
when you had sullcred a grievous bereavement by the 
demise* of your revered mother. 

I am glad to know that you are also of the opinion, 
that it is not desirable to continue a discussion of personal 
complaints and allegations. Besides involving a waste 
of time and energy it does not conduce to the attainment 
of the object you had in view when you started this 
correspondence, that is, the removal of communal tension 
and the establishment of more harmonious relations 
betsveen the two organisations. I shall, therefore, 
refrain from a recital of fresh complaints which have 
reached me since I wrote to you last. There are, how- 
ever, some statements in your letter on wliich I must 
make a few comments in defence of the organisation 
with which I am connected. You observe that you 
feel distressed at the “whole back-ground of tlie jMuslim 
League propaganda” wliich you characterise as “intense- 
ly religious, communal and Anti-Congress.” Now, 
I ask you, is it fair to cast the whole blame for this on 
the Muslim League ? Can the Congress have die teme- 
rity to deny diat its own propaganda among the Muslim 
masses has been free from these blemishes ? Has it 
not in die recent bye-elections and in its mass contact 
movement utilised to the fullest extent the religious 
and spiritual influence of eminent Muslim theologians, 
and, dirougli them done its best to exploit die religious 
sentiments of the ignorant masses in every conceivable 
manner. Believe me, among the Musalmans these 
Ulemas are held in high esteem not because of their 
extreme political views but because of their religious eru- 
dition and spiritual attainments. An ordinary Muslim 
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With tegai'd to the flag issue, all I need say here 
is that I am not aware that any Muslim Organisation has 
recognised- the tri-colour flag as the national flag. 
I have always understood it to be the Congress flag. I 
have also some recollection that when a controversy 
was raised by the Sikhs about its colours it was autho- 
ritatively stated that its colours did not have any com- 
munal significance. I do not know whether the Hindu 
Maha Sabha or the Christian community treat the tri- 
colour flag as the national flag. 

I can well appreciate and sympathise with the dis- 
tress of a man hke yourself for whose sincerity of pur- 
pose and honesty of profession I have profound res- 
pect, at the communal and separatist tendencies of the 
present day politics but I would beg of you if you wish 
to set things right, not, to be swayed by your prejudices 
against persons who do not see eye to eye with you at 
the present moment and condemn them as commun- 
alists. You must seriously ponder why the Congress 
has failed to inspire confidence in the minority communi- 
ties and has been unable to carry with it even an appre- 
ciable number of the Muslim community in spite of its 
oft-proclaimed resolutions guaranteeing religious and 
cultural liberty to the various communities. To me it 
seems that the bulk of the Hindu community in spite 
of its pretensions of nationalism are still • imbued with 
narrow communalism. Its social exclusiveness and sep- 
aratism are not conducive to the evolution of national 
consciousness and sentiments of nationality of which 
nationalism is only a manifestation. 

You say that many of the present leaders of the 
Muslim League are those who sided with British Govt, 
during the last struggle with the Govt. I hold no brief 
for them. All I can say is that they have not resigned 
from our organisation after the alteration effected in our 
creed. This creed was changed witiiout any protest 
from them so I take it they have reconciled themselves 
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facts only because you have gone out of your way to 
.call my remarks unfair. 

Before I conclude I must mention a personal griev- 
ance. You are reported to have said at some public 
meeting in the Saharanpur district when interrupted 
by a Muslim League volunteer that the League was 
creating, all this trouble because “Ismail Khan wanted 
two jMinisterships to wliich the Congress ministers did 
not agree.” Before I comment on tliis statement I shall 
be grateful if you will Idndly let me know whetlier your 
statement has been correedy reported. 

Yours sincerel)'- 
MoH.ttMMAD Ismail Khan 


Mustafa Castle 
Meerut, January 29, 1938 

My dear Panditji, 

I thank you for your letter of Jan. the 1 8th in wliich 
you Idndly invite me to state ‘the points in dispute.’ 
I would have gladly complied with your wishes, but 
in View of the fact that the Council of the All India 
Muslim League is meeting tomorrow to consider 
your and Mr. Jinnah’s statements, I think it would be 
more advisable if I write to you after the discussions in 
the meeting have taken place, so that you may be in 
possession not only of my personal views but also the 
official opinion of the Muslim League. I was glad to 
learn from Maulana Abul Kalam Azad that you have 
also addressed a letter to Mr. Jinnah. 
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Yours sincerely 
Mohammad Ismail Khan 
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Nawab Mohammad Ismail Khan 

ISIustafa Casdc 

Meerut 

!My dear Nawab Sahab, 

To continue my letter of yesterday’s date. 

The Congress mass contact movement has never 
been thought of in terms of Muslims only or confined 
to tliem. It was thought of in terms of extending the 
organisation and influence of the Congress among 
all classes of people. In a sense it has been in existence 
• for many years but it took more pointed shape at the 
Lucknow Congress of 1936. No mention was made 
of Muslims at the time. Later on, and quite apart from 
elections, I laid stress on carirying it on more particularly 
amongst the ISIusHms. The elections came and after- 
wards again we emphasised it. This was in furtherance 
of our general programme as a political body. It was 
not directed against the Muslim League. 

Naturally we welcomed noted Muslim Ulemas 
when they joined the Congress. We welcomed other 
Muslims also who were politicians and economists. 
So far as we were concerned we had no desire to empha- 
sise the religious aspect of any question tlirough these 
Ulemas. Some of these Ulemas were old colleagues 
of ours in the Congress or the Khalifat movement, and 
though their viewpoint was not purely political, it 
was definitely political in most matters that concerned 
us. You are right in saying that during the elections 
•many of these Ulemas were requested to help. The can- 
didates or their organisers made special efforts to obtain 
their assistance. There was nothing unnatural about 
this. I have learnt for the first time from your letter 
that someone working for our candidate threatened to 
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ainly detei-mined to reptesent various communities, 
green being for Muslims and white for other minori- 
ties. We did try later not to lay stress on the communal 
reason for the colours as we wanted it to be considered 
the common national flag of all. Maulana Mohammad 
Ali delivered any number of eloquent orations on the 
National Flag as representing the unity of India and aU 
communities. 

It is obvious that India must have a national flag, 
a flag which all can call their own. A communal flag 
cannot possibly take its place and it is hardly proper 
to put up any communal flag on public buildings used 
by people of aU communities. During the past 17 years 
the National Flag has become very popular all over India 
and it has been endeared to us by any number of sacri- 
fices and even deaths to protect its honour. 

You are perfectly right in saying that many Hindus, 
so also many Muslims, are swayed by communal feelings. 
But the point is : what lead we must give, what object- 
ive we have, and what methods we pursue. If we do 
anything that increases communaHsm and separatism, 
then we do injury both to our community and to the 
nation. 

You are mistaken if you think that the Congress has 
neglected other groups or minorities in India and is 
concentrating on the MusHms only. You know that 
we have fought the Hindu Mahasabha and disabled it 
politically. We have done effective and successful 
work among the Christian masses in the South. We 
have approached the Sikhs, Parsis, and Jews. Our 
policy is tlie same throughout. Naturally, you will 
agree, the Muslims have a special importance and we 
desire to gain their good-whl. But allow me to teU 
you that there has been no liberal financmg of any body. 
Our income is almost entirely derived from four ann <^ 
subscriptions. 

There is no question of the Congress trying to break 
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the solidarit)’- of the Muslims or any other communit}*. 
It is on the political field that we make appeal and thus 
want to make a common platform for all. 

As for Hafiz Islohammad Ibrahim, you are right in 
saying that he did not join the Civil Disobedience move- 
ment. But he has long been a member and office-bearer 
of a local Congress Committee and a member of the 
Swaraj Party in tlie Legislature. I do not know why 
he stood as a Muslim League candidate. One of the 
reasons probably was because at tlie time there was no 
apparent conflict between the Congress and the League. 

I enclose copies of the correspondence I have had 
with Mr. Jinnah. 

Yours sincerely, 
Jawaharlal Nehru 

J^uckmiv January 1938 

M. A. Jinnah Esqr. 

Barrister-at-Law 
Llount Pleasant Road 
Malabar HiU, Bombay 

Dear Jinnah, 

I have read the statement you issued recentl}^ to the 
press with care. I am afraid we approach the question 
from differing viewpoints and I feel that your approach 
is not very helpful. But I entirely agree widi you 
that an argument carried on through the medium of the 
press is not desirable. Indeed I had decided not to 
issue press statements on the subject, but after your 
Calcutta speech, in which you mentioned my name and 
issued some land of a “challenge” to me, I felt that a 
public statement was unavoidable. Hence my statement, 
in which I tried to avoid unnecessary controversy. 
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You Imow perhaps that for some months past I 
. have been in correspondence with Nawab Ismail Klian 
on this subject and I have been anxious to find out 
what die points of difference and agreement were. I 
am afraid I do not know this yet and your last statement 
does not help. I would feel grateful to you if you 
could kindly throw some light on this and let me know 
what exactiy are the points in dispute which require 
consideration. I think tiffs will help us all and lead to 
an avoidance of needless controversy. We can then 
come to grips with the subject. As I have said in my 
last statement, we are eager to do everything in our 
power to ,put an end to every misapprehension and to 
endeavour to solve every problem that comes in the 
way of our developing our public fife along right lines 
and promoting the unity and progress of the Indian 
people. 

I am leaving for Lahore today. From there I go 
to the Frontier province and return to Allahabad in 
about- ten days’ time. Kindly address your reply to 
Allahabad. 

Yours sincerely, 
Jawaharlal Nehru 

Little Gibbs Road 
Malabar Hill 
Bombay, January 25, 1958 

Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru 
Allahabad 

I am in receipt of your letter of the i8th January, 
1938. 

I must say that it is very difficult for me to under- 
stand it. I fail to see what you are driving at. It does 
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not suggest any useful proposal of a concrete character, 
besides approaching me and informing me that, ‘Ve 
approach the question from differing viewpoints”, 
and you further say, “I feel that your approach is not 
very helpful.” You further refer to my -Calcutta speech 
and say, “in which you mention my name and issued 
some kind of a challenge to me I feel that the public 
statement was unavoidable hence my statement.” But 
you do not even now give me the purport of my speech 
and what was the challenge which compelled you to 
say, what you did, in your statement which you consider 
unavoidable. 

I know nothing about your being in correspondence 
with Nawab Ismail Khan referred to in your letter. 

Finally I note your request that I should let you 
know “what exactly are the points in dispute which re- 
quire consideration.” 

I am glad that you agree with me that the arguments 
carried on through the medium of the press are not 
desirable. But do you think that tliis matter can be dis- 
cussed, much less solved, by. and through correspon- 
dence ? I am afraid that is equally undesirable. 

I may state for your information that I received a 
letter from Mr. Gandhi dated the 19th October ’37 and 
I replied to him on the 5 th November ’37, and I am stM 
waiting to hear from him. 

I reciprocate the sentiments expressed in the last 
but one paragraph of your letter at the end of it. 

Yours sincerely 
M. A. JiNNAH 
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Wardha T'chmvj i\y 1938 


iSl. A. Jinnah Esq. 

Little Gibbs Road 
Ivlalabar Hill, Bombay 

Dear Mr. Jiiinab, 

Your letter of the 25 th January reached Allahabad 
on February ist after I had left. It has been forwarded 
to me here and reached me yesterday. 

I am sorr}' that my previous letter was difficult 
to understand. My purpose in writing it was, as I 
stated, to find out what our points of difference and 
agreement were. Presmnably there are points of diff- 
erence as you have repeatedly cridcised the Congress 
policy and practice. If tliese points of difference are 
noted down and our attention drawn to them it would 
make their consideration easier. It is possible that some 
of them may be due to misapprehension and tliis mis- 
apprehension might be removed ; it is equally possible 
tliat some are more fundamental and then we would try 
to find a way out or, at any rate, Icnow exactly how and 
where we stand. \^ien there is a conflict of opinion, 
a clarification of the opposing opinions is an essential 
preliminary to their consideration. 

I might mention some relatively minor matters 
which have apparently led to misapprehension. In 
one of your speeches you referred to being told by 
someone that a cheque for rupees five lakhs was recently 
given to the Congress. I am not aware of this and pre- 
sumably I ought to know. Indeed, to my Imowledge, 
no one has given even a cheque for Rs.5000 to the Con- 
gress for a considerable time. 

In the same, or possibly another, speech you referred 
to the non-cooperation days and stated that while the 
Aligarh University was forced to close , down and many 
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non-coopei'ated from it, not a single student non-coop- 
crated from the Benares University. As a matter of 
fact a very large number of students did in fact non- 
cooperate from the Benares University. As a result 
of this a non-official university, the Kaslii Vidyapitha, 
was established in Benares, as also the Gandhi Ashram. 
Both of these still exist. In the same way the Jamia 
hlihia came into existence in Aligarh and this now 
flourishes in Delhi. 

You have referred in youi speeches to the Congress 
s, imposing Hindi-Hindustani and trying to crush Urdu. 
I presume you were misinformed for I am not aware of 
any attempt on the part of the Congress to injure Urdu. 
Some time back I wrote an essay on “The Question 
of Language” which represents, I believe, the Congress 
viewpoint. It was approved by jNIr. Gandhi and by 
many people unconnected with the Congress and inter- 
ested in the advancement of Urdu, including Moulvi 
Abdul Huq, Secretary Anjuman-e-Taraqqi-e-Urdu of 
Hyderabad. I do not know if you have come across 
this essay. In any event I am asking my office in Alla- 
habad to send you a copy. If you disagree with the 
argument or conclusions of this essay I shall be grate- 
ful to have your criticisms. 

I might mention that the Congress Ministry in Mad- 
ras is endeavouring to introduce the study of Hindus- 
tani in the State schools in the province. They are 
having primers and text-books prepared especially for 
the purpose by the Jamia Mfllia. These primers etc. 
are to be in two scripts — 'Devanagri and Urdu — ^but in 
identical language, the students having the option of 
script. 

I mention these instances to show how misappre- 
hensions arise. But the real questions at issue are more 
important and it is in regard to these that clarification 
is necessary. I presume you are acquainted with the 
Congress resolutions and statements on minority and 



fundamental rights and regarding communal questions. 
If you so wish it, I can have these sent to you. Many 
of these were collected together in a comprehensive 
resolution passed by the Working Committee in Cal- 
cutta towards the end of October 193 7 - About the 
Communal Award the Congress position has been re- 
peatedly made clear. 

The Congress pohcy as laid down in these reso- 
lutions may be incomplete or wrong. If so we shall 
gladly consider suggestions to complete it or rectify it. 
Personally I do not see what more can be done by the 
Congress regarding religious or cultural matters. As 
for pohtical (communal) questions, the Communal 
Award, unsatisfactory as it is, holds the field for the 
present and tiU such time as it may be altered by mutual 
agreement of the parties concerned. 

In considering wider pohtical questions, the Con- 
gress has adhered to certain principles and policies for 
a number of years, though minor variations ha've taken 
place from time to time. Our present pohcy in the 
legislatures and outside was defined by a comprehensive 
resolution passed by the Working Committee at Wardha 
last year. I was very glad to :^d from Nawab Ismah 
Khan and Chowdhry Khaliquzzaman that the U. P. 
Muslim League, or the U. P. Muslim League Parlia- 
mentary Board, accepted this programme. This inclu- 
ded our objective of independence, our demand for a 
constituent assembly, our general attitude to the Cons- 
titution Act and the Federation, and our methods of 
work inside and outside the legislatures. It referred 
also to our agrarian and labour programmes. Thus 
there appeared to be a very large measure of agreement 
between us, not only in regard to fundamentals, but 
even regarding many details. 

In view of this agreement it distressed and sur- 
prised me to find that there was so much conflict. I 
have tried therefore to find out what this conflict is 
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about. I do not see how I can make an}' proposal, 
concrete or vague, when I do not know what tlic points, 
in issue are. It is true that in reading your speeches 
I have come across various statements to the effect 
that the Congress is trying to establish Hindu raj. I 
am unaware of how this is being done or who is doing 
it. If any Congress hlinistries or the Congress organisa- 
tion have made mistakes, these should be pointed out 
to us. 

A report of your Calcutta speech appeared in the 
newspapers at the time and is no doubt available to you 
and for me to give you a purport of it seemed hardly 
necessar}n In tliis you state that you are fighting tire 
Congress, that you are fighting the Congress leadership 
which is misleading the Hindus. Further you have 
said that you want to bring the Congress High Com- 
mand to its senses. May I suggest that tliose who are 
privileged to advise or lead the Congress have no desire 
to fight anybody except British Imperialism ? In any 
event, if we mislead or misbehave we have a right to 
enquire from our critics where and how we have done 
so. 

Further in your Calcutta speech you said : “I have 
long long ago, montlis ago now, thrown out a challenge 
to Pandit Jawaharlal Nehi-u and I throw out a chaUenge 
now, — ^let him come and sit with us and let us formulate 
a constnictive programme which wifi, give immediate 
relief to the poor”. It was to this ‘challenge’ that I 
referred in my last letter. I do not remember on which 
previous occasion you had issued a similar challenge 
to me. 

It is always helpful to discuss matters and problems 
face to face, and, as I have said previously, we are always 
glad to do so. A short while ago you met Maulana 
Abul Kalam A^ad, one of our most respected leaders, 
than whom there is no one better fitted to explain the 
Congress viewpoint in regard to the minorities prob- 
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1 cm oi* any olhci* matter. Whenever necessity arises 
every one of us v'ill willingly w'cleome a talk. But even 
‘such a talk is likely to be vague and infnictuous if some 
clarification of ideas docs not take place prcviouslJ^ 
Correspondence helps in this process and sometimes is 
even preferable as it is more precise than talk. I trust 
tlicrcforc that you will help in clarifying the position 
by telling us where we difl’er and how you would like 
this difference to end. You have also criticised the Con- 
gress in vigorous language, as you were no doubt 
entitled to do. But arc we not entitled to ask vou to 
■substantiate those criticisms in private at least, if not 
in public? 

I have inquired from hlr. Gandhi about* 5*our letter 
to him dated the 5di November, 1957. He received it 
in Calcutta when he was lying ill tliere and he felt tliat 
it needed no answer. Your letter had been in answer 
to liis and die matter seemed to end there for the dme 
being. He was good enough to show me his letter and 
yours and it seemed to me that no particular reply was 
called for. I understand that he wrote to you yester- 
day. 

I hope to be in Allahabad by the 9di Februar)'". 

Yours sincerely 
Jawaharlal Nehru 
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8B, Hardinge Avenue 
Nejv-Deibi Februarj, 17, 1938 

Deal* Pandit Jawahailal, 

I am in receipt of your letter of the 4th February. 
You have now flung at me more complaints and griev- 
ances of trifling character. Evidently you rely on that 
section of the press which is bent on misrepresenting 
and vilifying me, but I am glad that you say “I mention 
these instances to show how misapprehension arises : 
‘but the real question at issue is more important and it is 
in regard to this that clarification is necessary’ ”. There- 
fore I don’t think any useful purpose will be sei*ved to 
carry on correspondence with regard to the various 
matters mentioned in your letter. You will please not 
introduce matters which you may have discussed with 
Nawab Ismail Khan or Chowdhry Khaliquzzaman or 
anybody else. These again will lead to references and 
cross-references and the matter will never end. 

As regards my Calcutta speech, the word, ‘challenge’ 
is obviously due to the imagination of the reporter for 
the very context shows clearly that it was an invitation. 
However the discussion of all these matters in corres- 
pondence will lead us nowhere. I do not believe in 
the doctrine which you lay down ‘but are we not enti- 
tled to ask you to substantiate all these criticisms in pri- 
vate at least if not in public’ : I for my part make no such 
distinction. I am prepared to substantiate an^uhing that 
I have said publicly, provided it is correctly reported. 
The crux of your letter on the real vital point of the 
Hindu-Muslim unity is a repetition of what you said in 
your previous letter, namely, that you want me to note 
down ‘the points of difference’ and discuss them through 
and by means of correspondence — a method which I 
made it clear in my last letter is highly undesirable and 
most inappropriate. I welcome your suggestion when 
you say ‘whenever necessity arose everyone of us would 
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willingly welcome a talk.’ If you think tliat necessity 
lias arisen and an^'onc of you is willing, I shall be glad 
'to see you and equally welcome a talk. The thing is 
that you prefer talldng at each other whereas I prefer 
talking to each other. Surely you know and you ought 
to know what are the fundamental points in dispute. 

I have received a letter from Mr. Gandhi and I 
have replied to him a copy of which I am enclosing 
herewidi. 

Yours sincerely 
!M. A. JiNNAir 

Gulshan Villa 
O oMER Park 
Bombay ) Febrmry 25, 1958 

M. A. Jinnah, Esqr., m.l.a. 

8B, Plardinge Avenue 
New Dellii 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Your letter of tlie 17th February reached me at 
Haripura. I had no intention of flinging any com- 
plaints and grievances at you. In my attempt to find 
out what your complaints were I read your speeches 
as reported in the newspapers (usually by a news agency) 
and noted down some of the points on which you had 
laid stress. I am glad to loiow that you have been misre- 
ported but you have not pointed out where the mis- 
representation comes in, nor, so far as I Imow, have you 
issued any statement to the press correcting the mis- 
representation. May I suggest that it will be worth- 
while to correct these errors so that the public might not 
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be misled? A clear and authoritative statement from 
you will help us also in understanding what you stand 
for and what you object to. 

I note that you do not wish me to introduce in our 
correspondence any matters which we may have dis- 
cussed with Nawab Ismail Khan or Chowdliry Khaliq- 
uzzaman. I did not laiow that they represented any 
different viewpoint from yours. I thought it neces- 
sary to draw your attention to tlie repeated attempts 
I have been making to find out what the political and 
communal policy of the Muslim League is and wherein 
it differs from that of the Congress. You will remember 
saying last year that the Muslim League had an entirely 
different policy even on political matters from that of 
the Congress. Since then the League has changed 
its objective and its economic oudook and has thus 
approached nearer to the Congress. I am anxious to 
find out what the real meaning of these changes is. 
Without this clarification it is difficult for us to under- 
stand the present position. 

You say that you do not believe in the doctrine 
that I lay down, namely : “but are we not entitled to ask 
you to substantiate all these criticisms in private at least 
if not in public.’’ Further you say that for your part 
you make no such distinction and are prepared to subs- 
tantiate anything that you have said pubhcly, provided 
it is correctiy reported. If you will read my sentence 
again you will no doubt observe that I have nowhere 
laid down any such doctrine as you imagine. I would 
indeed welcome a public treatment by you of the criti- 
cisms made by you. But if you yourself were unwilling 
to write to the press on the subject, as you indicated in 
your letter, I put it to you that we were at least entitled 
to request you to substantiate the criticism in private. 

If you have made no criticisms of the Congress, 
and the press reports are entirely wrong, then of course 
no question of substantiation arises. All that need be 
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done is to contradict the press reports. But if criti- 
.cisms have been made, as presumably tlicy have been, 
tlien I would request you to justify them publicly or pri- 
vately as you might choose. Personally I would prefer 
the former method. 

I am afraid I must confess that I do not yet know 
what the fundamental points of dispute arc. It is for 
this reason that I have been requesting you to clarify 
them. So far I have not received any help in tliis 
direction. Of course we shall willingly meet you 
whenever opportunity arises. Our President Subhas 
Chandra Bose, or Maulana Abul Kalam Azad or I or 
any other member of the Working Committee can meet 
, you at a suitable opportunity. 

But when we meet what are we to discuss ? Res- 
ponsible people with organisations behind them can 
hardly discuss anytliing in the air. Some clarification 
of the issues, some clear statement of what is wanted 
and what is objected to, is always desirable, otherwise 
we_ niay not come to grips with the subject. You will 
remember the argument about what transpired at Delhi 
in 1935 between you" and Babu Rajendra Prasad. There 
has even been a difference of opinion about the facts. It 
would be unfortunate if we repeated tliis performance 
and then • argued about it later. 

It is ' thus higlily desirable for us to define the 
issues first. ' This is also necessary as we have always 
to- consult many colleagues in regard to any matter 
affecting Congress policy. There is surely nothing 
undesirable or inappropriate about this defining of issues 
by correspondence. It is the usual method adopted 
be Ween individuals and organisations. May I there- 
fore beg of you to enlighten me ? 
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Yours sincerely, 
Jawaharlal Nehru 
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Tso. I Hastings "RoAr), 
N(n' Delhi, March 5, 1938. • 


Pandit ja\vahar]al Nehru, 

Anand Bhawan, Allahabad 

Dear Pandit Jawaharlal, 

I am in receipt of your letter of the 25 th Fcbruar}^ 
I regret to find the same spirit miming through of 
making insinuations and innuendoes and raising all sorts 
of matters of trifling character which arc not germane 
to our present subject with which you started namely, 
how to find the basis of approach to the most vital and 
prominent question of Hindu-AIuslim unity. You 
wind up your letter by insisting upon the course that I 
should formulate tlic points in dispute and submit to 
you for your consideration and then carry on corres- 
pondence witii you. Tliis method I have already stated 
in my considered opinion is undesirable and inappro- 
priate. The method you insist upon may be appro- 
priate between two litigants and that is followed 'by 
solicitors on behalf of tiieir clients'^ but national issues 
cannot be settled like that. 

Wlien ^mu say ‘that I am afraid I must confess 
that I do not know what the fundamental points in dis- 
pute are’ I am only amazed at your ignorance. Tiiis 
matter has been tackled since 1925 right upto 1935 by the 
most prominent leaders in the country and so far no 
solution has been found. I would beg of you to study it 
and do not take up a self-complacent attitude and if you 
are earnest I don’t think you will find much difficulty in 
realizing what the main points in dispute are because 
they have been constantl)!" mentioned both in the press 
and pubHc platform even very recently. 

Yours sincerely 

M. A. JiNNAH 
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Allahabad, March 8, 1938 


M. A. Jinnah Esqi:., m.l.a. 

I, Hastings Road 
New Delhi 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Thank you for your letter of March 3rd. I am 
afraid our letters to each other repeat themselves. I 
go on requesting you to tell us what exactly are the 
points in dispute which have to be discussed and you 
go on insisting that this should not be done by corres- 
pondence. At the same time you have pointed out 
that the main points in dispute have been constantly, 
and very recently, discussed in the press and public 
platform. I have carefully followed press statements 
and your public speeches. In my effort to discover these 
points of dispute I enumerated some of the criticisms 
which you were reported to have made in public speech- 
es. In your reply you stated that you were misreported, 
but you did not say what the correct report should 
have been. Further you said that these were minor and 
trifling matters, but again you did not point out what 
the major matters were. You will perceive my difficulty. 
I hope I am not making any insinuations or innuendoes, 
as you suggest in your last letter. Certainly it is not 
my intention to do so, nor to raise trifling matters 
which are not germane to the present subject. But 
what are these matters which are germane ? It may 
be that I am dense or not sufficiently acquainted witli 
the intricacies of the problem. If so I deserve to be 
enlightened. If you wiU. refer me to any recent state- 
ment made in the press or platform which will help me 
in understanding, I shall be grateful. 

It is not my desire, may I repeat, to carry on a 
controvers}’ by correspondence, but only to find out 
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what the main points of discussion and dispute are. It is 
surely usual for national issues to be formulated and 
clarified in this way to facilitate discussion. Both in 
national and international matters we are frequently 
adopting this course. 

You are peiiecdy right in saying that this matter 
has been taclded since 1925 repeatedly. Do you not 
tlfink that this very history warns us not to approach 
it in a vague manner without clear ideas as to what we 
object to and what wc want ? Apart from this, much 
has happened during these past few years which has 
altered the position. For instance the Communal Award. 
Do you want tlus discussed witli a view to some settle- 
ment being arrived at on another basis ? 

It is obvious that the Congress is exceedingly 
anxious to remove all causes of misunderstanding and 
friction. Apart from wider national issues, it would 
like to do so because such misunderstanding comes in 
the way of its work. It has frequendy considered the 
problem and passed such resoludons and put forward 
such proposals as it considered right, I do not wish to 
discuss as to whcdier these were right or not. That 
may be a matter for argument. But according to our 
lights we tried to do our best. If we did not succeed 
to the extent wc hoped to do that is our misfortune and 
wc shall gktdly consider suggesdons which might lead 
to better results. 

What arc the various aspects of this matter ? i\Iay 
I enumerate them ? 

I. The Communal Award, which includes sepa- 
rate electorates and reservation of scats. 

5. Religious guarantees. 

5. Cultural protection and guarantees. 

Presumably these arc the three main heads. There 
may be some minf)r matters but I do not refer to them 
as you wi.^h to concentrate on the main issues. 
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As regards the Communal Award the position of the 
CoiiQ-ress has been clarified. If it is voui: desire to 

o * ^ 

discuss this matter, I should like to know it. 

As regards religious and cultural guarantees, the 
Congress has given as full assurances and guarantees 
as is possible. If, however, any other guarantees are 
considered necessary, tliey should be mentioned. About 
one of the questions which you have referred to in your 
speeches, the Language question, I have written to you 
previously and sent you my brochure. I trust that you 
agreed with its main conclusions. 

Are we going to discuss these matters or some 
otliers wlrich I have not mentioned above ? Then 
again the background of all such discussions must 
necessarily be a certain political and economic one — 
our struggle for independence, our anti-imperialism, 
our metliods of direct action whenever necessary, our 
anti-war policy, our attempt to remove the exploitation 
of the masses, agrarian and labour problems, and the 
like. I take it that with the re-orientation of tlie Muslim 
League’s policy there will not be any great difference 
regarding this anti-imperialist background. 

You will forgive me for repeating myself in these 
letters and for saying the same tilings over and over 
again. I do so because I am keenly desirous of your 
appreciating my viewpoint, which I believe is also the 
viewpoint of my colleagues in the Congress. I have no 
desire to take up your time and to spend my time in 
writing long letters^ But my mind demands clarity 
before it can function effectively or think in terms of any 
action. Vagueness or an avoidance of real issues can- 
not lead to satisfactory results. It does seem strange to 
me that in spite of my repeated requests I am not told 
what issues have to be discussed. 

I understand that Gandhiji has already written to 
you expressing his readiness to have a talk with you. 
I am not now the Congress President and thus have not 
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the same tepresentative capacity, but if I can be of any 
help in this matter my services are at the disposal of the- 
Congress and I shall galdly meet you and discuss these 
matters with you. 

Yours sincerely, 

J AWAHARLAL NeHRU 

I, Hastings Road, 
Nen'-De/hi, '}^larcb 17, 1938 

Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru 
All-India Congress Committee 
Swaraj Bhawan 
Allahabad 

Dear Pandit Jawaharlal Nehni, 

I have received 5^our letter of the 8th of March, 1938. 
Your first letter of the i8th of January conveyed to me 
that you desire to know the points in dispute for the 
purpose of promoting Hindu-JMuslim unit}^ When in 
reply I said that the subject-matter cannot be solved 
through correspondence and it was equally undesirable 
as discussing matters in the Press, you in your repl^r of 
the 4th of February formulated a catalogue of grievances 
with regard to my supposed criticism of the Congress 
and utterances which are hardly relevant to the question 
for our immediate consideration. You went on persist- 
ing on the same line and you are still of opinion that 
those matters, although not germane to the present 
subject, should be further discussed which I do notpro- 
pose to do as I have already explained to you in my 
previous letter. 

The question with which we started, as I understood, 
is of safeguarding the rights and the interests of the 
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Mussalmans with regard to their religion, culture, 
language, personal laws and political rights in the 
national life, the government and the administration of 
the country. Various suggestions have been made 
which will satisfy the Mussalmans and create a sense of 
security and confidence in the majorit)'' community. I 
am surprised when you say in your letter under reply, 
“But what are these matters which are germane. It 
may be that I am dense or not sufficiently acquainted 
with the intricacies of the problems. If so, I deserve 
to be enlightened. If you will refer me to any recent 
statement made in the Press or platform which wiU help 
me in understanding, I shall be grateful.” Perhaps you 
have heard of the Fourteen Points. 

Next, as you say, “Apart from this much has hap- 
pened during these past few years which has altered 
the position.” Yes, I agree with you, and various 
suggestions have appeared in the newspapers recently. 
For instance, if you will refer to the States??} an, dated 
the 12th of Februar5q 1938, there appears an article under 
the heading “Through Moslem Eyes” (copy enclosed 
for your convenience). Next, an article in the New 
Ti???es, dated the ist of March, 1958, deahng with your 
pronouncement recently made, I believe at Haripura 
sessions of the Congress, where you are reported to have 
said : 

“I have examined this so-called communal question 
through the telescope, and if there is nothing what 
can you see.” 

Tliis article in the New T????es appeared on the ist 
of March, 1938, making numerous suggestions (copy 
enclosed for your convenience) . Furtlier, you must have 
seen Mr. Aney’s interwiew where he warned the Congress 
mentioning some of tlie points wliich the I^Iuslim League 
vmuld demand. 

Now, this is enough to show to you that various 
suggestions that have been made, or are likely to be 



made, or are expected to be made, will have to be 
analysed and ultimatcl) I consider it is the duty of every 
true nationalist, to whichever party or community he 
may belong, to make it his business and examine the 
situation and bring about a pact between the Mussalmans 
and the Hindus and create a real united front ; and it 
should be as much your anxiety and duty as it is irdne, 
irrespective of the question of the party or die community 
to W'liich we belong. But if you desire that I should 
collect all these suggestions and submit to you as a 
petidoner for you and your colleagues to consider, I am 
afraid I can’t do it nor can I do it for the purpose of 
carrying on further correspondence ivith regard to those 
various points with you. But if you still insist upon 
diat, as you seem to do so when you say in your letter, 
“My mind demands clarity before it can function 
effectively or diink in terms of any action. Vagueness 
or an avoidance of real issues could not lead to satis- 
factory results. It does seem strange to me that in spite 
of my repeated requests I am not told what issues have 
to be discussed.” This is hardly a correct descripdon 
or a fair representation, but in that case I \vould request 
5'ou to ask the Congress officially to communicate with 
me to that effect and I shall place the matter before the 
Council of the AU-India Muslim League as you yourself 
say that you are “not the Congress President and thus 
have not the same representative capacity but if I can 
be of any help in tiiis matter my services are at die dis- 
posal of die Congress and I shall gladly meet you and 
discuss these matters with j’^ou.” As to meeting you and 
discussing matters with you, I need hardly say that I 
shall be pleased to do so. 


Yours sincerely 
M. A. J INNAH 
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'Rxfraa fro;;! ihc NEW TIMES, Uihorc dakd the ist 
March, 1958 . 

THE COMMUNAL QUESTION 

In its last session at Haripura^ the Indian National 
Congress passed a resolution for assuring minorities of 
dieir religious and cultural rights. The resolution was 
moved by Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru and was carried. 
The speech which Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru made on 
tliis occasion was as bad as any speech could be. If 
the resolution has to be judged in the light of tliat speech, 
then it comes to tliis tliat the resolution has been passed 
not in any spirit of seriousness, but merely as a meaning- 
less assurance to satisfy tire foolish minorities who are 
clammering “for the satisfaction of the communal 
problem.” Mr. Jawaharlal Nehru proceeded on the 
basis that tliere was really no communal question. We 
should like to reproduce tlic trenchant manner in wliich 
he put forward tlie proposition. He said : “I have 
examined tlie so-called cofinmmal question through the 
telescope and, if there is nothing, what can you see.” 
It appea.rs to us that it is the height of dishonesty to 
move a resolution with these premises. If there is no 
minority question, why proceed to pass a resolution ? 
Why not state tliat there is no minority question. This 
IS not the first time that Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru has 
expressed his complete inability to understand or see 
the communal question. When replying to a statement 
of Mr. Jinnah, he re-iterated his conviction that in spite 
of his best endeavour to understand what Mr. Jinnah 
\vanted, he could not get at what he wanted. He seems 
to think that with the Communal Award which the 
Congress had opposed, the seats in the Legislature have 
^come assured and now nothing remains to be done. 
He repeats the offensive statement that the Communal 
Award is merely a problem created by the middle or 
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upper classes for the sake of a few seals in the Legislature 
or anpoinlmcnts in Government service or for Ministerial 
positions. We should like to tell Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru that he has complctelv mis-understood the posi- 
tion of the Muslim minoiity and it is a matter of intense 
pain that the President of an All-India Organisation 
which claims to represent the entire population of India, 
should be so completely ignorant of the demands of 
the iSluslim minority. We shall set forth below some of 
the demands so that Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru may not 
have any occasion hereafter to say that he does not 
know what more the Muslims want. The Muslim 
demands are : (i) That the Congiess shall hencefortli 
withdraw all opposition to the Communal Award and 
should cease to prate about it as if it were a negation of 
nationalism. It may be a negation of nationalism but 
if the Congress has announced in its statement that it 
is not opposing the Communal Award, the IMuslims 
want that the Congress should at least stop all agitation 
for tlie recission of tire Communal Award. (2) The 
Communal Award merely setdes the question of the 
representation of the jMuslims and of other minorities 
in the Legislatures of the country. The further question 
of the representation of die minorities in the services 
of die country remains. Muslims demand that they are 
as much entided to be represented in die services of their 
mother land as the Hindus and since die Muslims have 
come to realise by bitter experience that it is impossible 
for any protection to be extended to Muslim rights in 
the matter of their representation in the services, it is 
necessary that die share of the Muslims in die services 
should be definitely fixed in the constitution and by statu- 
tory enactment so that it may not be open to any Hindu 
head of any department to ride rough shod over Muslim 
claims in the name of “Efficiency.” Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru knows that in the name of efficiency and merit, 
the rights of Indians to man the services of their country 
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was denied by the bureaucracy. Today when Congress 
• is in power in 7 Provinces, the Muslims have a right to 
demand of Congress leaders that they shall unequivocally 
express themselves in this regard. (5) Muslims demand 
that the protection of their Personal Law and their 
culture shall be guaranteed by the statute. And as an 
acid test of the sincerity of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru 
and the Congress in tliis regard, Muslims demand that 
the Congress should take in hand the agitation in connec- 
tion with the Shahidganj mosque and should use its 
nioral pressure to ensure that the Shahidganj mosque 
is restored to its original position and that the Sikhs 
desist from profane uses and thereby injuring the reli- 
gious susceptibilities of the Muslims. (4) Muslims 
demand that their right to call Azan and perform their 
religious ceremonies shall not be fettered in any way. 
We should like to tell Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru that in a 
village, in the Kasur Tehsil, of the Lahore District, 
known as Raja Jang, the Muslim inhabitants of that 
place are not allowed by th^ sikhs to call out their 
Azans loudly. With such neighbours, it is necessary to 
have a statutory guarantee that the religious rights of 
the ]\fuslims shall not be in any way interfered with and 
on the advent of Congress rule to demand of the 
Congress that it shall use its powerful organisation for 
the prevention of such an event. In this connection we 
should like to tell Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru that the 
Muslims claim cow slaughter as one of their religious 
tights and demand that so long a the Sikhs are permitted 
to carry on Jhatka and to live on Jhatka, the Muslims 
have every right to insist on their undoubted right to 
slaughter cows. Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru is not a very 
gteat behever in religious injunctions. He claims to 
be living on the economic plane and we should like 
I audit Jawaharlal Nehru to know that for a Muslim 
the question of cow slaughter is a measure of economic 
tiecessity and that therefore does it not open to any 
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Hindu to statutorily prohibit tlie slaughter of cows. 

(5) h'luslims demand tliat their majorities in the. 
Provinces in wliicli they are at present shall not be 
affected by any territorial redistributions or adjustments. 
The ]Mus]ims are at present in majority in the provinces 
of Bengal, Punjab, Sind, North-Western Frontier Pro- 
vince and Baluchistan. Let the Congress hold out the 
guarantee and express its readiness to the incorporation 
of this guarantee in the Statute that the present distribu- 
tion of the hluslim population in the various provinces 
shall not be interfered with through the medium of any 
territorial distribution of re-adjustment. 

(6) The question of national anthem is anotlier 
matter. Pandit Jawahaiial Nehru cannot be unaware 
that Muslims all over have refused to accept the Bande 
Matram or any expurgated addition of that anti-Muslim 
song as a binding national anthem. If Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru cannot succeed in inducing the Flindu majority 
to drop the use of tliis song, then let him not talk so 
tall, and let him realise tliat the great Hindu mass does 
not take him seriously except as a strong force to injure 
the cause of Muslim solidarity. 

(7) The question of language and script is another 
demand of the Muslims. The Muslims insist on Urdu 
being practically their national language ; they want 
statutory guarantees that the use of the Urdu tongue shall 
not in any wiser (s/r) manner be curtailed or damaged. 

(8) The question of the representation of the Mus- 
lims in the local bodies is another unsolved question. 
Muslims demand that the principle underlying the com- 
munal av'ard, namely, separate electorates and represen- 
tation according to population strength sliould applv 
uniformly in all the various local and other elected 
bodic.s from top to bottom, 

\\"c can go on multiplying this list but for the present 
we should like to know the reply of the Congress and 
P.indit jawaharlal Nehru to the demands that' we have 
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set foith above. We should like Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehm full}* to understand that the ]\Iuslims are more 
anxious than the Plindus to see complete independence 
in the real sense of that term established in India. They 
do not believe in any Muslim Raj for India and will fight 
a Hindu Raj tooth and nail. They stand for the complete 
freedom of the country and of all classes inhabiting this 
country but they shall oppose the establishment of any 
majority Raj of a land that will make a clean sweep of 
the cultural, religious and political guarantees of the 
various minorities as set forth above. Pandit Jawahar- 
lal Nehm is under the comforting impression that the 
questions set forth above are trivial questions but he 
should reconsider liis position in tlie light of the emphasis 
and importance which tlie minorities wliich are effected 
1 bjahe programme of tlie Congress place on these matters, 
i After all it is tlie minorities wliich are to judge and not 
I the majorities. It appears to us tliat with the attitude 
I of mind which Padit Jawaharlal Nehru betrayed in 
i his speech and wliich the seconder of that resolution 
' equally exhibited in liis speech, namely, that the question 
! of minorities and majorities was an artificial one and 
^ created to suit vested interests, it is obvious that nothing 
I can come out of the talks that Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru 
j tecently initiated between himself and Mr. Jinnah. If 
Congress is in the belief that this reiteration of its 
I ^^ane pledge to the minorities will satisfy tliem and 
I mat they wiU be taken in by mere words, the Congress 
j is badly mistaken. 

I 

t 

I 
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Exinic/ from ihc Sl'ylTfiS'AL'IN^ Ncv ])c//j/ Edition^ 
(htcd the. izth Fchrnarj, 1958. 

TJ-IROUGH MOSLEM EYES 
]}y Ain-el-Mulk 

Pandit Jawaharlnl Nehru’s Bombay statement of 
January 2 on the Hindu-Moslcm question lias produced 
hopeful reactions and the stage has been set for a talk 
between the leaders of what, for the sake of convenience, 
may be described as Hindu India and Moslem India. 
Whether the Jinnah-Jawaharlal talks will produce in 
1958 better results than the Jinnah-Prasad talks did in 
1935 is yet to be seen. Too much optimism would 
not, however, be justified. The Pundit, by way of 
annotating his Bombay statement while addressing 
the U. P. delegates for Haripura at Lucknow, at the end 
of January, emphatically asserted that in no case would 
Congress “give up its principles.” That was not a 
hopeful statement because any acceptable formula or 
pact that ma}?- be evolved by the leaders of the Congress 
and the League would, one may guess, involve the 
acquiescence of the Congress in separate electorate 
(at least for a certain period), coalition iMinistries, 
recognition of the League as the one authoritative 
and representative organisation of Indian iNIoslems, 
modification of its attitude on tlie question of Plindi 
and its script, scrapping of Bande IMataram altogether, 
and possibly a redesigning of the tri-colour flag or at 
least agreeing to give the flag of the League an equal 
importance. It is possible that with a littie statesman- 
ship on both sides agreement can be reached on all the 
points without any infringement of the principles of 
either, but the greatest obstacle to a satisfactory solution 
would still remain, in the shape of the communalists 
of the Mahasabha, and the irreconcilables of Bengal, 
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all of whom are not of tlie hlahasablia alone. The right 
of the Congress to speak in the name of Hindus has been 
openl}’’ challenged and even the Jinnah-Prasad formula 
wliich did not satisfy the hloslcms and nothing on the 
lines of which is now likefy to satisfy them — has been 
veHmently denounced by Bengal Provincial Conference 
held at Vislmupur which recently passed an extremely 
communal resoludon, and that the latest utterances of 
the Congress President-elect on the communal situation 
generalfy and the Jinnah-Prasad formula in particular 
show some restraint. The only thing for Muslims 
to do in the circumstances is to wait and hope for the 
best, without relaxing their efforts to add daily to the 
strength of the League for it will not do to forget that it 
IS tire growing power and representative character of the 
Moslem League wliich has compelled Congress leaders 
to recognize the necessity for an understanding with the 
Moslem community. 


I, WooDBURN Park 
Calcutta^ April 6 , 1938 


M. A. Jinnah Esqr. m.l.a. 

I Hastings Road 
^^ew Delhi 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Your letter of the 17th March reached me in the 
P^maun Hills where I had gone for a brief holiday, 
t'rom there I have come to Calcutta. I propose to 
teturn to Allahabad today and I shall probably be there 
or the greater part of April. If it is convenient for you 
o come there we could meet. Or if it, suits you better 
° go to Lucknow I shall try to go there. 

I am glad that you have indicated in your last letter 
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a number of points which you have in mind. The 
enclosures you have sent mention these and I take it. 
that they represent 5J'our view-point. I was somewhat 
surprised to see this list as I had no idea that you wanted 
to discuss many of these matters with us. Some of 
these are wholly covered by previous decisions of the 
Congress, some others are hardly capable of discussion. 

As far as I can make out from your letter and the 
enclosures you have sent you wish to discuss the fol- 
lowing matters : 

1. The Fourteen Points formulated by the Muslim 

League in 1929. 

2. The Congress should withdraw all opposition 

to the Communal Award and should not 
describe it as a negation of nationahsm. 

3 . The share of the Muslims in the State services 

should be definitely fixed in the Constitution 
by statutory enactment. 

4. Muslim Personal Law and culture should be 

guaranteed by Statute. , 

5. The Congress should take in hand the agita- 

tion in connection with the Shaliidganj 
mosque and should use its moral pressure 
to enable the Muslims to gain possession of 
the mosque. 

6. The Muslims’ right to call Azan and perform 

their religious ceremonies should not be 
fettered in any way. 

7. Muslims should have freedom to perform cow- 

slaughter. 

8 . Muslim maj orities in the Provinces, where such 

majorities exist at present, must not be 
affected by any territorial redistribution or 
adjustments. 



9- The Bande Mataram song should be given up. 

10. iMuslims want Urdu to be the national language 

of India and they desire to have statutorv 
guarantees that the use of Urdu shall not 
be curtailed or damaged. 

11. hlushm representation in local bodies should be 

governed by the principles underlying the 
Communal Award, that is separate elector- 
ates and population strength. 

12. The tri-colour flag should be changed or, 

alternatively, the flag of the ISluslim League 
should be given ecjual importance. 

13. Recognition of the Muslim League as the one 

authoritative and representative organisation 
of Indian MusHms. 

14. Coalition ministries. 


It is further stated that the formula evolved by you 
and Babu Rajendra Prasad in 1955 does not satisfy 
the Muslims now and notliing on those lines wiU satisfy 
them. 

It is added that the list given above is not a complete 
list and that it can be augmented by the addition of 
further 'demands.’ Not Imowing these possible and 
unlimited additions I can say notliing about them. But 
I should like to deal with the various matters specifically 
juentioned and to indicate what the Congress attitude 
has been in regard to them. 

But before considering them, the political and 
economic background of the free India we are working 
for has to be kept in mind, for ultimately that is the 
conp-olling factor. Some of these matters do not 
^'tise in considering an independent India or take a parti- 
cular shape or have little importance. We can discuss ' 
uiem in terms of Indian independence dr in terms of the 
Btitish dominance of India continuing. The Congress 

5 
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naturally thinks in terms of independence, though it 
adjusts itself occasionally to the present transitional and 
temporary phases. It is thus not interested in amend- 
ments to the present constitution, but aims at its complete 
removal and its substitution by a constitution framed by 
the Indian people through a Constituent Assembly. 

Another matter has assumed an urgent and vital 
significance and this is the exceedingly critical inter- 
national situation and the possibihty of war. This must 
concern India greatly and affect her struggle for freedom. 
Tills must therefore be considered the governing factor 
of the situation and almost everything else becomes 
of secondary importance, for all our efforts and petty 
arguments will be of little avail if the very foundation 
is upset. The Congress has clearly and repeatedly laid 
down its policy in tlie event of such a crisis and stated 
that it will be no party to imperiahst war. Peace, there- 
fore, and Indian independence is its basic policy. The 
Congress will vety gladly and willingly cooperate with 
the Muslim League and all other organisations and 
individuals in the furtherance of this poHcy. 

I have carefully looked through the various matters 
to which you have drawn attention in your letter and its 
enclosures and I find that there is nothing in them which 
refers to or touches the economic demands of the masses 
or affects the all-important questions of poverty and 
unemployment. For all of us in India these are the 
vital issues and unless some solution is found for them, 
we function in vain. The question of State services, 
howsoever important and worthy of consideration it 
might be, affects a very small number of people. The 
peasantry, industrial workers, artisans and petty shop- 
keepers form the vast majority of the population and 
they are not improved in any way by any of the demands 
listed above. Their interests should be paramount. 

Many of the ‘demands’ involve changes of the 
constitution which we are not in a position to bring 
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about. Even if some such changes are desirable in 
_ themselves, it is not our policy to press for minor consti- 
tutional changes. We want to do away completely with 
the present constitution and replace it by another for a 
free India. 

In the same way the desire for statutory guarantees 
involves constitutional changes which we cannot give 
effect to. All we can do is to state that in a future 
constitution for a free India we want certain guarantees 
to be incorporated. We have done this in regard to 
religious, cultural, linguistic and other rights of minori- 
ties in the Karachi resolution on Fundamental Rights. 
We would like these fundamental rights to be made a 
part of the constitution. 

I now deal with the various matters listed above. 

1. The Fourteen Points, I had thought, were some- 
what out of date. Many of their provisions have been 
given effect to by the Communal Award and in other 
Ways ; some others are entirely acceptable to the 
Congress; yet others require constitutional changes 
which, as I have mentioned above, are beyond our 
present competence. Apart from the matters covered 
by the Communal Award and those involving a change 
in the constitution, one or two matters remain which 
gave rise to differences of opinion and which are still 
likely to lead to considerable argument. 

2. The Congress has clearly stated its attitude 
towards the Communal Award, and it comes to this 
diat it seeks alterations only on the basis of mutual 
consent of the parties concerned. I do not understand 
how any one can take objection to this attitude and 
policy. If -vye are asked to describe the Award as not 
heing anti-national, that would be patently false. Even 
apart from what it gives to various groups, its whole 
basis and structure are anti-national and come in the 
Way of the development of national unity. As you 
know it gives an overwhelming and whoUy undesen'’ing 
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weightage to the European elements in certain parts of 
India. If we think in terms of an independent India . 
we cannot possibly fit in this Award with it. It is true 
that under stress of circumstances we have sometimes 
to accept as a temporary measure some thing that is on 
the face of it anti-national. It is also true that in the 
matters governed by the Communal Award we can only 
find a satisfactory and abiding solution by the consent 
and good-will of the parties concerned. That is the 
Congress policy. 

3. The fixing of the Muslims’ share in the State 
services by statutory enactment necessarily involves the 
fixing of the shares of other groups and communities 
similarly. This would mean a rigid and compartmental 
State structure wliich will impede progress and develop- 
ment. At the same time it is generally admitted that 
State appointments should be fairly and adequately 
distributed and no community should have cause to 
complain. It is far better to do this by convention and 
agreement. The Congress is fully alive to this issue 
and desires to meet the wishes of various groups in the 
fullest measure, so as to give to all minority communities, > 
as stated in No. ii of the Fourteen Points, ‘'an adequate 
share in all the services of the State and in local self- 
governing bodies having due regard to the requirements 
of efliciency.” The State today is becoming more and 
more technical and demands expert knowledge in its 
various departments. It is right that, if a community is 
backward in this technical and expert knowledge, special 
efforts should be made to give it this education to bring 
it up to a higher level. 

I understand that at the Unity Conference held at 
Allahabad in 1953 or thereabouts, a mutually satisfactory 
solution of this question of State services was arrived at, 

.1. As regards protcctirm of culture the Congress 
ha<^ declared its willingness to embody this in the 
fun.damcntal laws of the constitution. It. has also 





declared (hat ii dots no; wish (o itucifci'c in any way 
.with the ]''ers('n.d l.tw (ifan;.- coinnuniii}', 

5. .1 ani cnnsiilcr.ii-'ly snrp’iMii ;n {he suyyesiion 

(hat (lie Cniymcss sia>uKl {.i!tc i>i hand ( ;:e : jris.n ifui i,! 
connccii''M'! wi:;! the v'^!:.;hid.<:.M3i r.vsvine, 'I'hai 
r.iaucr {ft he deei^,!ed ei'i'ci' ley.tih.' or iiy :ne'(iial ayree- 
nieiK. he ( onerevs 'i''Uie'’S ni rli .''Uch niatters (.he 
way of iniuual ayrre’n.enf .anl its services c.in always Iw 
utilised for titis purps tsc wlicre thciv is an openiny for 
them and a tiesire in ih.is cifeei on dsc pan f)f (he 


panics concerned. 1 a.tn yla.d th.at th.c Premier oi the 
Punjab i'.as suyyestcd ihai (his is (he only satisfactory 
way to a solution of liic prohieni. 

6. 'j'lic riyhi to^ perform ivliyi'aus ceremonies 
should ccrtainlv he yuarantced to all communities. Ihc 
Congress rcsoliiiifui al^out this is quite clear. I know 
nothing al:)ouf the particular incident relating to a I’unjab 
village wliicli has l)ccn referred to. No doubt: many 
instances can be gathered Kyyct her from various parts of 
India where }')cttT interferences take place with Jdindu, 
^luslini or Sikh ceremonies. These have to be tactfully 
dealt with wherever ihcv arise. But tlic principle is 
quite .clear and should be agreed to. 

7. As regards cow-slaughici: there has been a great 
deal of entirely false and unfounded propaganda against 
the Congress suggesting tliat the Congress was going to 
stop it forcibly bj' legislation. The Congress does not 
"'■vish to undertake any legislative action in this matter 
to restrict the established rights of the jNIuslims. 

8. The quesdon of territorial ‘redistribution has 
^ot arisen in an)’- way. If and when it arises it must 
be dealt with on the basis of mutual agreement of the 
parties concerned. 

9- Regarding the Bande Mataram song the Worlcing 
Committee issued a long statement in October last to 
^’’hich I would in-vite your attention. First of all it 
has to be remembered that no formal national anthem 



lias been adopted by the Congress at any time. It is 
true, however, that the Bande Mataram song has been- 
intimately associated widi Indian nationalism for more 
than thirty years and numerous associations of sentiment 
and sacrifice have gathered round it. Popular songs are 
not made to order, nor can they be successfully imposed. 
They grow out of public sentiment. During all these 
thirty or more years the Bande Mataram' song was never 
considered as having an}'' religious significance and was 
treated as a national song in praise of India. Nor, to 
my Imowledge, was any objection taken to it except 
on political grounds by the Government. When how- 
ever some objections were raised, the Worldng Com- 
mittee carefully considered the matter and ultimately 
decided to recommend that certain stanzas, ivhich con- 
tained certain allegorical references, might not be used 
on national platforms or occasions. The two stanzas thitt 
have been recommended by the Worlting Committee 
for use as a national song have not a word or a phrase 
which can offend anybody from any point of view and 
I am surprised that any one can object to tiiem. They 
may appeal to some more than to others. Some may 
prefer another national song ; they have full freedom 
to do so. But to compel large numbers of people to 
give up what they have long ^"alued and grown attached 
to is to cause needless hurt to them and injure the 
national movement itself. It would be improper for a 
national organisation to do this. 

lo. About Urdu and Hindi I have previously 
written to }'ou and hat'c also sent you my pamphlet on 
“The Question of Language.” The Congress has dec- 
lared in favour of guarantees for languages and culture. 
It w.uits to encourage all the great provincial languages 
of Jndia and at the same time to make Hindustani, as 
written both in the nrgrj and Urdu scripts, the national 
language. Both scripts should be officially recognised 
and ilic choice sliould be left to tlie people concerned. 



In fact this policv is bcinrx piirsuccl hr the Contp-css 
Ministries. 

II. The Congress lias long been of opinion ih.it 
joint elcctomtcs arc prcfcniblc to separate electorates 
from the point of view of national unity and harmonious 
cooperation between the difllrcnt communities. But 
joint electorates, in order to have real value, must not be 
imposed on unwilling groups. lienee the Congress is 
quite clear that their introduction should depend on 
their acceptance by the people concerned, dliis is the 
policy that is being pursued by the Congress Ministries 
in regard to local bodies. Recently in a bill dealing 
Mth local bodies introduced in the Bombay Assembly, 
separate electorates were maintained but an option was 
given to the people concerned to adopt a joint electorate, 
if they so chose. This principle seems to be in exact 
accordance with No. 5 of the Fourteen Points, which 
lays down that “Representation of communal groups 
shall continue to be by means of separate electorate 
as at present, provided that it shall be open to any 
community, at any time, to abandon its separate elec- 
torate in favour of joint electorate.’’ It surprises me tliat 
the Muslim League group in the Bombay Assembly 
should have opposed the Bill with its optional clause 
although this carried out the very policy of the Rluslim 
League. 

May I also point out that in the resolution passed 
by the Muslim League in 1929, at the time it adopted the 
Fourteen Points, it was stated that “the Musalmans 
^iU. not consent to joint electorates unless Sind is 
actually constituted into a separate province and reforms 
io fact are introduced in the N.-W. F. Province ^cid 
Baluchistan on the same footing as in other provinces. 
Since then Sind has been separated and the N.-W. F. 
Province has been placed on a level with other pro- 
yinces. So far as Baluchistan is concerned the Congress 

committed to a levelling up of this area in the same 
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way. 

12. The National tri-colour Flag was adopted 
originally in 1920 by the Congress after full and careful 
consultation with eminent INitislim, Sikh and other 
leaders. Obviously a country and a national movement 
must have a national Hag representing the nation and all 
communities in it. No communal llag can represent the 
natunt. If we did not possess a national flag now we 
would have to evolve one. 7 "hc present National Flag 
had its colours originally selected in order to represent 
the various communities, but we did not like to lay 
stress on this communal aspect of die colours. Artisti- 
cally I tliink the combinadon of orange, white and green 
has resulted in a flag which is probably the most bcaudfiil 
of all national flags. For these many years our flag has 
been used and it has spread to the remotest village 
and brought hope and courage and a sense of all India 
unity to our masses. It has been associated with great 
sacrifices on the part of our people, including Hindus, 
Muslims and Sildis, and many have suffered lathi blows 
and imprisonment and even death in defending it from 
insult or injury. Thus a powerful sentiment has grown 
up in its favour. On innumerable occasions Maulana 
Mohamad Ali, hlaulana Shaukat Ali and many leaders 
of the Muslim League today have associated themselves 
with this flag and emphasised its virtues and significance 
as a symbol of Indian unity. It has spread outside the 
Congress ranks and, been generally recognised as the 
flag of the nation. It is diflicult to understand. hoW 
anyone can reasonably object to it now. 

Communal flags cannot obviously take its place for 
that can only mean a host of flags of various communities 
being used together and thus emphasising our disunity 
and separateness. Communal flags might be used for 
religious functions but they have no place at any national 
function or over any public building meant for various 
communities. 
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i^Iay I add that durinp: tlic ppst: few mojtths, on 
sc\cral occasions, the iVational I'iai^ has l^ccn insulted 
by some members or volunteers of die Muslim T.cnguc. 
This has pained us greatly but we Jiave deliberate!)' 
^l^oidcd anything in the nature oi conflict in order not: 
to add to communal bitterness. We have also issued 
strict orders, and they have been obeyed, that; no intcr- 
feicncc should take place with the Muslim League Flag, 
c^CIl though it miglit be inappropriate!}' displayed. 

I not understand what is meant bv our 
rccognition of the Muslim League as the one and onh'' 
Organisation of Indian ^Muslims. Obviously the hluslim 
League is an important communal organisation and we 
deal with it as such. But we have to deal with all 


organisations and individuals that come within our 
Ken. We do not determine the measure of importance 
or distinction they possess. There are a large number, 
3^bout a hundred thousand, of Muslims on the Congress 
foils, many of whom have been our close companions, 
^ prisons and outside, for many years and we value 
t^eir comradeship highly. There are many organisations 
Much contain Lluslims and non-Muslims alike, such as 
rade Unions, Peasant Unions, Kisan Sabhas, Debt 
Committees, zamindar associations. Chambers of Com- 
^ftce. Employers Associations’ etc. and we have contacts 
^ith them. There arc special Muslim organisations 
such as the Jamiat-ul-Ulema, the Proja Party, the Ahrars 
f-Ud others, which claim attention. Inevitably the more 
J^uiportant the organisation the more the attention paid 
® It, but this importance does not come from outside 
recognition but from inherent strength. And the other 
organisations, even though tliey might be younger and 
uialler, cannot be ignored. 

. ^4.^ I should like to Imow what is meant by coali- 
anH ®^^^tries. A ministry must have a definite political 
^ u economic programme and policy. Any other kind 
oainistry would be a disjointed and ineffective body. 
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with no clear mind or direction. Given a common 
political and economic programme and policy, co- 
operation is easy. You know probably that some such* 
cooperation was sought for and obtained by the Congress 
in the Frontier province. In Bombay also repeated 
attempts were made on behalf of the Congress to obtain 
diis cooperation on the basis of a common programme. 
The Congress has gone to the Assemblies with a definite 
programme and in furtherance of a clear policy. It will 
always gladly cooperate with other groups, whetl^er it is 
in a majority or a minority in an Assembly, in furtherance 
of that programme and polic}^ On that basis I can 
conceive of even coalition ministries being formed. 
"Widiout that basis die Congress has no interest in a 
Alinistiy or in an Assembly. 

I have dealt, I am afraid at exceeding lengdi, with the 
various points raised in your letter and its enclosures. 
I am glad that I have had a glimpse into your mind 
dirough this correspondence as this enables me to 
understand a little better the problems that are before 
3’'Ou and perhaps odiers. I agree entirely tiiat it is the 
duty of every Indian to bring about harmonious joint 
effort of all of us for the achievement of India’s freedom 
and the ending of the poverty of her people. For me, 
and I take it for most of us, die Congress has been a 
means to that end and not an end in itself. It has been 
a high privilege for us to work tiirough the Congress 
because it has drawn to itself the love of millions of our 
countrymen, and through their sacrifice and united effort, 
taken us a long way to our goal. But much remains to 
be done and we have all to pull together to that end. 

Personally the idea of pacts and the like does not 
appeal to me, though perhaps they might be necessary 
occasionally. What seems to me far more important 
is a more basic understanding of each other, bringing 
with it the desire and ability to cooperate together. That 
larger cooperation, if it is to include our millions, must 
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necessarily be in the intcresls of these millions. M}’’ 
mind therefore is continually occupied with the problems 
of tliesc unhappy masses of this country and 1 view all 
otlier problems in this light. I should like to view 
the communal problem also in this perspective for 
otherwise it has no great significance for me. 

You seem to imagine that I wanted you to put for- 
ward suggestions as a petitioner, and then you propose 
that the Congress should oHicially communicate with 
you. Surely you have misunderstood me and done 
yourself and me an injustice. There is no question of 
petitioning citlicr by you oi by me, but a desire to 
understand each other and the problem that we have 
been discussing, I do not understand the significance of 
your wanting an official intimation from the Congress. 
I did not ask you for an official reply on behalf of the 
Muslim League. Organisations do not function in tliis 
Way. It is not a question of prestige for the Congress 
or for any of us, for we are keener on reaching the goal 
We have set before us, then on small matters of prestige. 
The Congress is a great enough organisation to ignore 
such petty matters, and if some of us have gained a 
measure of influence and popularity, we have done so in 
dte shadow of the Congress. 

You will remember that I took tne initiative in 
Writing to you and requesting you to enligliten me as 
to what your objections w'ei'e to the Congress policy 
and what, according to you, were the points in dispute. 
I had read many of your speeches, as reported in the 
press, and I found to my regret that they were full of 
strong attacks on the Congress which, according to my 
Way of tliinldng, were not justified. I wanted to 
tomove any misunderstandings, where such existed, and 
to clear the air. 

I have found, chiefly in the Urdu press, the most 
^stounding falsehoods about the Congress. I refer to 
tacts, not to opinions, and to facts within my Icnowledge. 
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Two days ago, here in Calaitta, I saw a circular letter 
or notice issued by a secretaiy of a Muslim league. 
This contained a list of the so-called misdeeds of the 
U. P. Government. I read this with amazement for 
there was not an atom of truth in most of the charges. 
I suppose they were garnci'cd from tlic Urdu press, 
'fhrough the press and the platfornr such charges have 
been repeated on numerous occasions and communal 
passions have thus been roused and bitterness created. 
This has grieved me and I have sought by writing to 
you and to Nawab Ismail Khan to find a way of check- 
ing this deplorable deterioration of our public life, as 
well as surer basis for cooperation. That problem still 
faces us and I hope we shall solve it. 

I have mentioned earlier in tliis letter the critical 
international situation and the terrible sense of impend- 
ing catastrophe that hangs over the world. My mind 
is obsessed with this and I want India to realise it and 
be ready for all consequences, good or ill, that may 
flow from it. In this period of world crisis all of us, 
to whatever part}' or group we might belong and 
whatever our difierences might be, have the primary 
duty of holding together to protect our people from the 
perils that might encompass them. Our differences 
and arguments seem trivial when the future of the 
world and of India hangs in the balance. It is in the 
hope that all of us will succeed in building up tliis 
larger unity in our country that I have written to you 
and others repeatedly and at length. 

There is one small matter I should like to men- 
tion. The report of my speech at Haripura, as given 
in your letter and the newspaper article, is not correct. 

We have- been corresponding for some time and 
many vague rumours float about as to what we have 
been saying to each other. Anxious inquiries come to 
me and I have no doubt that similar inquiries are ad- 
dressed to you also. I think that we might take the 
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public into out cestiiivlcjicc jtnvs* ’nr is 
in wliich nuny arc ititcic-tc!]. I suyycs! 
our corrcsy'iuuictu'c niiyht he rcK.iScd 
T prcsuiuc you will iiavc no ohjcctis tu. 


:i pu!>]ic matter 
tl’crcinrc liiat 
in the pica^^ 


^’iJins sinccrclc, 
j.wvAn.tiu.Ah N'linui: 


1 .rrna. Ciiiuis Koad 

AiAI.AtiAlt IIlLI,, 

,-\prii J2, 193S 

Pandit Jawahariai Nciiru, 

Allahabad, 

U. P. 


Dear Pandit jawaliarlal, 

I am in receipt of your Idler of the 6ih April, 1958. 
am extremely obliged to you for informint; me that 
l^ou propose to return to .Ailahahacl and shall probably 
e there for the trrearer pan of April and simtrcstinq: that, 
''ouid be convenient for me to come there, avc could 

belter to go to Lucknow, you 
'•1 try to go tlierc. I am afraid that it is not possible 
or me owing to my other engagements, but I shall be 
to about the end of vVpril and if it is convenient 

5 on, I shall be very glad to meet you. 

the rest of your letter, it has been to me a 
St painful reading. It seems to me that you cannot 
gg^^^^^^'^^atcly interpret my letter, as you very honcstl)'' 
sita ■ ^ yonr “mind is obsessed with the International 
diat^h^^ ^-nd the terrible sense of impending catastrophe 
ontir ^vorld,” so you arc thinidng in terms 

I can ^^^orced from realities which face us in India, 
only express ni)'’ great regret at your turning and 
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twisting what I wrote to you and putting entirely a 
wrong complexion upon the position I Jiave placed 
before you at your request. You have formulated certain 
points in your letter which you father upon me to begin 
with as my proposals. I sent you extracts from the 
press which had recently appeared simply because I 
believed you when you repeatedly asserted and appealed 
to me that you would be grateful if I would refer you 
to any recent statements made in the press or platform 
which would help you in understanding matters. Those 
are some of the matters which are undoubtedly agitating 
Muslim India, but the question how to meet diem and 
to what extent and by what means and methods, is the 
business, as I have said before, of every true nationalist 
to solve. Whedier constitutional changes are necessary, 
whether we should do it by agreement or conventions 
and so forth, are matters, I thought, were for discussion, 
but I am extremely sorry to find that you have in your 
letter already pronounced your judgment and given 
your decisions on a good many of them with a preamble 
which negatives any suggestion of discussion which may 
lead to a settlement, as you start by saying “I was so 
much surprised to see tiiis list as I have no idea that 
you wanted to discuss many of these matters with us ; 
some of these are wtiioUy covered by previous decisions of 
the Congress, some others are hardly capable of discus- 
sion,” and then you proceed to your conclusions having 
formulated the points according to your own notions. 
Your tone and language again display the same arrogance 
and militant spirit as if the Congress is the sovereign 
power, and, as an indication, you extend your patronage 
by saying that “obviously the Muslim League is an 
important communal organisation and we deal with it 
as such, as we have to deal with all organisations and 
individuals that come within our ken. We do not 
determine the measure of importance or distinction they 
possess” and then you mention various other organisa- 
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lions. Herd may add ihai n\ my (.j^in{.)n, an T h.iw- 
•publicly stated ?<' oAcn, tii.v. utdess tlu- C'on'yvss la- 
C0L,»dscs the iNiUslisi'! l.c. yuc ott a. itic'tiiistj <’l c 'ir.t'‘h!r 
equality and is prcpa.i’ctt as sucii xo luy.otiatc for a 1 lirdn- • 
* iUSi'.m scttlcnunt, wc sita!] laivr {<> wait atid dciu-nd 
upon c.ur inlicrcnt s!rcn_;;tli wliich, will “dctunuinc ilu 
Jucasurc oI importance or dial inct ion it possesses.” 
iiavinj>; regard to your mentality it is really ditlicult for 
jue to maltc you undtrstatul ih.e position an\' further. 
Ur course, ;is I Itavc s.u<l IkIoiv. .1 do nor propose to 
discuss tlie various tr.atters, referred to by you, hv 
uic.ins of or through correspceidence, as, in my opinion, 
that IS not the way to tach.le this matter. 

, rcg.trdto your reference to certain falsehoods 

that have appeared a].iout the fiongress in the Urdu 
press, which, you say, liave astounded you, and with 
regiud to thc^circular letter referred to about the mis- 
ceds of the U. P. Government I can express no opinion 
Without investigation l5ut J can give you an)' number 
^ instances of falsehoods that have appeared in the 
ongress press and in statcilicnts of Congressmen with 
All-India iMuslim ]..caguc, some of the 
^cadcis and those who arc connected with it. Similarly 
can give you instances of reports appearing in the 
ongi ess press and speeches of Congressmen which arc 
^1} delibera.tcly misrepresenting and villif 3 dng tire 
^ uslim composition of the Bengal, Punjab, Sind and 
ssam Governments with a view to break those Govern- 

subject-matter of our corres- 

L j ^nd besides no useful purpose will be served 
m doing so. ^ ^ 

sho ^^g2,rd to your request that our correspondence 
vid H I the press, I have no objection pro- 

is ^oytespondence betv'’cen me and Mr. Gandhi 

tefeV^ Ptiblishcd simultaneously, as we both have 
him and his correspondence with me in 
iou will please therefore obtain the permission 
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of Mt. Gandhi to that effect or, if you wish, I will write 
to him, informing him that you desire to release the. 
correspondence between us to the press and I am 
willing to agree to it provided he agrees that the corres- 
pondence between him and myself is also released. 

Yours sincerely, 
M. A. JiNNAH 


Anand Bhawan 
A-llahahad, April i6, 1938 


hi. A. Jinnah, Esqr. 

Little Gibbs Road, Bombay 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Your letter of April 12th has just reached me. 

I am exceedingly sorry that an^^thing that I have 
written to you should have caused 5mu pain. It seems 
to be true that we approach public problems from 
different standpoints and inevitably I try to place my 
viewpoint before you and seek to gain your appreciation 
of it. To say anything that might pain you would defeat 
my own purpose, even apart from its impropriety. At 
the same time I owe it to you and to myself to endeavour 
to place franldy before you how my mind works and 
what my views are on the subject-matter under discus- 
sion. Our viewpoints might differ, but I do believe that 
the margin of difference can be lessened by a frank 
approach on either side. I have sought to make this 
approach in all sincerity and with ever}'- desire on my 
part not to say anything that might come in the way. 

In my last letter I dealt with the various points 
mentioned in the extracts you had sent me as I presumed 
that, as you had drawn my attention to them, tliey might 
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to a large extent represent ts'liat you had in mind. As 
you know I have been tiying to get at these points of 
difference and when I saw something concrete 1 wanted 
to give my reaction to it. I tried to state what the 
Congress opinion has been in regard to them. J hcrc^ is 
no finality in day-to-day politics, although certain prin- 
ciples are supposed to govern policies. It is for the 
Congress, if it so chooses, to vary any policy. ^ All^ I 
can do is to state what the past and present policy is. 

I regret that you think that I write in an arrogant 
and militant spirit and as if I considered the Congress 
as the sovereign power. I am painfully conscious of 
the fact that the Congress is not a sovereign power 
and that it is limited and circumscribed in a hundred 
ways and further that it may have to go through tlic 
wilderness many a time again before it achieves its 
objective. You have referred to my obsession with the 
international situation and the sense of impending 
catastrophe that possesses me. If I feel that way, as 
I do, I can hardly grow complacent or imagine that the 
Congress is sovereign. But when I discuss Congress 
policies, as a Congressman I can only repeat what these 
are and not bring in my own particular views on the 
subject, if these happen to be at variance with Congress 
resolutions. 


You point out to me that the Congress press has 
contained numerous falsehoods in regard to the Muslim 
League and some of its leaders, as well as the provincial 
governments of Bengal, Punjab, Sind and Assam. I 
entirely agree wilL you that falsehoods, misrepresenta- 
tions and insinuations are to be deprecated and countered 
wherever they might occur, in the Urdu, Hindi or English 
press, or whatever the political complexion of the 
newspaper. There is no such thing as the Consress 
SS'mJ" Congtess has control, but it Arue 

generaUy support the Congress 
But whether we can influence them or not, we cerSSly 
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want to stop all such false and misleading statements 
and to express out disapproval of them. In this matter 
I can only beg of you to point out specific instances so 
that we might talm necessary action. 

I note what )' 0 U say about the publication of our 
correspondence. I have not got widi me copies of 
your correspondence with Mahatma Gandhi. I am 
tlicrefore writing to him to seek liis permission as 
suggested by you. 

I am afraid it will hardly Idc possible for me to 
visit Bombay in April or May. Early in June I intend 
sailing for Europe. In case I go to Bombay earlier I 
shall inform you so that we might have the opportunity 
of meeting. I understand that you wilU be meeting 
Mahatma Gandlii in the near future. 


Yours sincerely, 
Jawaharlal Nehru 


Mustafa Castle 
Meerut^ A.pril i^th 


My dear Panditji, 

I received your letter of April die ytli only this 
morning. I hasten to say tliat I have personally no 
objection to the letters I have written to you being 
released to the press, though I must say that at tlie time 
this correspondence was started, it was not mentioned 
that it will ultimately be used for publication. I cannot 
say .what view Mr. Jinnah will take of your suggestion. 
He will no doubt let you know. 


Yours sincerely, 
M. Ismail Khan 
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Shri M. A. jinnnh sent SInvc B. Cj. Khcr with u 
special message to Gnndhiji ah(va! Hindu Muslim Unity. 
Shrec Khcr saw Gnndiiiji nr 'J’ithnI. As a result of their 
conversation Gandhiji adilrcsscd tite following letter to 
Shri Jinnah from 'Bitltal : 


Tiihal, Moy zz, 1957 

Dear Shri Jinnah, 

Khcr has given me your message. I wish I could 
do something, but I am utterly helpless. My faith in 
unit)* is bright as ever ; only 1 see no daylight out of 
the impenetrable darkness, and in such distress J ciy out 
to God for light. 

Yours sincerely 


M. K. Gandhi 


Shegaou, Wardki, October 19, 1937 

Dear friend, 

I carefully went through your speech at Luck- 
uow and I felt deeply hurt over your misunder- 
standing of my attitude. M)’- letter was in answer to 
the specially private message you sent me. It represented 
^y deepest feeling. The letter was purely personal. 
Were you right in using it as you did ? Of course, as 
I read it, the whole of your speech is a declaration of 
Only, I had hoped you would reserve poor me 
as a bridge between the two. I see you want no bridge ; 
^ so I am sorry. Only it takes two to make a quarrel. 
You won’t jSnd me one even if I cannot become a 
peace-maker. This is not for publication unless you 
desire it. It is written in all good faith and out of an 
auguished heart. 


Yours sincerely 
M. K. Gandhi 
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Bo/i‘h/!)<, Norrwhcr 5, 1957 

Dear Gandhi) i, 

T received your letter dated October 19, 1957, 
on my arrival Irerc. As regards publishing your 
letter from ’j Verbal last bbug I am of ojunion 
that I am fully justided in doing so ; but your letter 
means something diiTerent from wh.at I understand it 
to mean. Surely, it Avas open to you to otTcr your cxpla- 
nation to the public, 'fhe letter ^vas not marked, as it is 
usual to do so when its publication was not desired by 
the writer, and my message to you was not private. Even 
now vou don’t indicate bow I have misunderstood vour 
attitude or the contents of that letter. You merely say: 
‘I felt deeply hurt over your misunderstanding of my 
attitude.’ I am sorry you think my speech at Lucknow 
is a declaration of war. It is purely in self-defence. 
Kindly read it again and try and understand it. Evidently 
you have not been following the course of events in the 
last twelve months. As to resetwing you as a ‘bridge’ 
and ‘peace-maker,’ don’t you think your complete 
silence for all these montlis identified you witli the 
Congress Icadersliip, although I know you arc not even 
a four-anna member of that body ? In conclusion, I 
regret to say tliat I find nodring definite or any cons- 
rtuctive proposal in your letter under reply except that 
it is written in all good faith and out of an anguished 
heart, which I reciprocate. 

Yours sincerely 
M. A. JiNNAH 


Shegaon, Febr/za/y 3, 1938 

Dear Shri Jinnah, 

Pandit Nehtai told me yesterday that you were 
complaining to Maulana Saheb about die absence of 
any reply from me to your letter of 5 th November in 
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leply to mine of iptli October. The letter was received 
by me when I was pronounced by the doctors to be 
seriously ill in Calcutta. The letter was shown to me 
three days after its receipt. Had I thought it necessarily 
called for a reply, even though I was hi, I would have 
sent one. I have re-read the letter. I still think there 
was nothing useful that I could have ■ said in reply. 
But, in a way, I am glad you awaited a reply. Here it 
is. Shri Klier told me definitely he had a private 
message from you. He delivered it to me when I 
was alone. I could have sent you a verbal message 
in reply — ^but in order to give you a true picture of 
my mental state I sent you a short note. There was 
nothing to hide in it. But I did feel, as I still do, that 
the way in which you used it came upon me as a painful 
surprise. 

You complain of my silence. The reason for my 
silence is literally and truly in my note. Believe me, 
the moment I can do something that can bring the 
two communities together nothing in the world can 
prevent me from so doing. You seem to deny that 
your speech was a declaration of war, but your later 
pronouncements too confirm my first impression. How 
can I prove what is a matter of feeling ? In your 
speeches I miss the old nationalist. When in 1915 I 
returned from my self-imposed exile in South Africa 
everybody spoke of you as one of the staunchest of 
nationalists and the hope of both the Hindus and Mus- 
salmans. Are you stiU the same Jinnah ? If you 
say you are, in spite of your speeches, I shall accept 
your word. 

Lastly, you want me to come forward with some 
proposal, ''^rat proposal can I make except to ask 
5'ou on bended knees to be what I thought you were ? 
But the proposals to form a basis of unity between 
the two conamunities have surely got to come from 
you. 
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sut-ely got to come from you/ I think you might have 
spared your appeal and need not have preached to me. 
on your bended Imces to be what you had thought I 
was. As regards the formation of proposals which 
would form the basis of unity, do you drink that this 
can be done by correspondence ? Surely, you know as 
much as I do, what arc die fundamental points in dispute. 
In my opinion it is as much upto you to suggest ways 
and means of taclding the problem. If you genuinely 
and sincerely desire and )mu feel that the moment has 
come for you to step in and with your position and 
influence you are prepared to take the matter up earnestly, 
I will not fail to render all the assistance I can. 

Yours sincerely 
M. A. JiNNAH 


Shegaon^ Wardha, February 24, 1958 

Dear Shri Jinnah, 

I thank you for your letter, I have read your letter 
to Jawaharlal also. I observe tiiat both the letters invite 
not written replies but personal discussion, I do not 
know whether it will take place in the first instance 
between you and Jawaharlal or now that Subhas Bose 
succeeds him, between you and the latter. If you desire 
that before this there should be a talk between you and 
me, I would be delighted to see you in Shegaon any 
time which is convenient to you before 10th March, 
after which, if health permits I might have to go to 
Bengal. So far as I am concerned, just as in the Hmdu- 
Muslim question I was guided by Dr. Ansari, now that 
he is no more in our midst, I have accepted Maulana 
Abul Kalam Azad as my guide. My suggestion, there- 
fore, to you is tiiat conversation should be opened in 
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the first place as between you and hlaulana Salieb. 
But in every case, regard me as at ^^'our disposal. 

Yours sincerely 
M. K. Gandht 


New Delhi, March 3 

Dear Gandhiji, 

I have received your letter dated 24th Februar3n 
I am sorry for the delay in replying as I was not well. 
In jovit letter I missed a note of response first whether 
you are of opinion that you see light now and the 
moment has come, and secondly, if so, whether you are 
prepared to take the matter up in right earnest ; and 
tliirdly, I find diere is no change in your attitude and 
mentality when you say you would be guided by Maulana 
as Dr. Ansari is no more. If you pursue this line, you 
will be repeating the same tragedy as you did when you 
expressed your helplessness because Dr. Ansari, holding 
pronounced and diehard views, did not agree and you 
had to say although you were willing but what could 
you do. This happened as you know before you went 
to the Round Table Conference. At the Round Table 
Conference the traged3" was repeated by you when you 
seemed to be willing to accept provisionally certain 
terms ; but you there also expressed you were helpless 
as Hindus were unwilling and.^mu, as representing the 
Congress, would have no objection, if Hindus and 
jMussalmans came to an agreement. 

have reached a stage when no doubt should 
be left that 3'ou recognise the All-India Muslim League 
as the one authoritative and representative organisation 
of hlussalmans of India, and on the other hand you 
represent the Congress and other Hindus throughout 
the country It is only on that basis that we can proceed 
further and devise a machinery of approach. Of course. 
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I shall be glad to see you although I shall equally be glad 
to see Pandit Jawaharlal ot Shri Bose as you may desire 
the matter, as you Imow, \viU not be clinched without 
reference again to you by either of them. Therefore, 
I will prefer to see 3 ’'ou first. In any ease, I am soriq' 
to say I cannot come to Shegaon to see y'ou before loth 
March. I have to go to Bombay and also I have fixed 
various other engagements of my tour ; but we can 
fix up a time and place that may suit us both. 

Yours sincerely 
hi. A. JiNNAH 

Shcgcion^ Wardha, March 8 

Dear Shri jinnah, 

I thank you for your letter. I hope y-ou have 
completely got over y^our indisposition. Your letter 
revives painful memories. I will not discuss, at this 
stage, at any rate, the various debatable points raised 
in ymur letter. Suffice it to say that I am at ymur 
disposal. If you cannot come to Shegaon, and my 
health permits I will gladly go to Bombay to meet 
y-ou wdien you are there. At present I have to go to 
Bengal and then for a while to Orissa. Tliis will take 
me through the whole of this mondi. The earliest, 
therefore we can meet will be in April. 

Two questions arising from y^our letter demand a 
reply. You ask me whether I have now seen the light. 
Much to miy regret I have to say, ‘no.’ If I had, I would 
proclaim the news from the house-tops. But that 
limitation does not debar me from taking advantage 
of the slighest opportunity^ of finding a way out of tlie 
present difficulty. You expect me to be able to speak 
on behalf of the ‘Congress and other Hindus through- 
out the country.’ I am afraid, I cannot f ulfil the test. 
I cannot represent either the Congress or the Hindus 
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all the moral influence I could have with thent in older 
to secure a lionoumhlc settlement. 

hhi'.us sincerely 
.M. K. 


Pi/hi, ij 

Dear Ganclhiji, 

I am in receipt of your letter of March K, and 1 
thank you for it. As you do nor wish to tliscuss tlic 
various points mentioned in my letter and the two 
questions which you have answered arc far from liopeful, 
I am helpless. Mowever, as you say ‘suflicc it to say 
lam at your disposal,’ I gather you would nevertheless 
like to take advantage of the slightest opportunity of 
finding a way out of the present dilliculty'. In these 
circumstances, I beg to inform you I shall be glad to 
see you at Bombay sometime in y\prjl as suggested by 
you. ' ■ 

Yours sincerely 
M. A. JrNNAH 

CaJcnHa, March Z4 

Dear Shri Jinnah, 

Many thanks for your note. As soon as I reach 
Shegaon, I shall seek the first opportunity of waiting on 
you at Bombay. 


Mew Delhi, March z6 

Dear Gandhiji, 

I thank you for your letter of 24th March and I 
shall be very glad to see you after my return from Cal- 
cutta about 2 5tb April at Bombay. 
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'I’clcgratn sent to SliTi Jinnah from Gaiulhiji dated 
April 9, 1938. 

“] am likely lo be in Delhi aboin laih. If at all 
possible T should like meet you there instead Bombay 
in order save lime energy. Jf agreeable, Moulana will 
accompany rnc.” 

'fhe following is a copy of telegram from Gandhiji 
to Shri Jimrah despatched from Delhi on April 15 : 

“If on return Bombay you can break journey W’ardha 
for one dav you will spare me strain utidertaking journey 
Bombay. T need some uninterrupted physical rest if 
possible. Any event could Maulr.na Azad accompany 
me interview. Please wire Wardha which reachlnu 
to-morrow. ’ 

Shri Jinnah replied from Calcutta by wire on April 
16 as follows : 

“Extremely sorry unable change programme now. 
Will receive you Bombay 25th or thereafter as arranged. 
Would prefer see you alone.’' ^ . 

The following telegram was sent by Gandhiji to 
Shri Jinnah from Wardha on April 18 : * 

“Thanks 25 th happens Monday. Will reach Bom- 
bay 28th if not inconvenient.” 

Shri Jinnah wired back from Calcutta on April 19 : 

“Thanks. Will gladly receive you 28th my house. 
Wire time care Ispahani, Calcutta.” 

Gandhiji wired to Shri Jinnah from Wardha on 
April 20 : 

“If not inconvenient would like reach your house 
eleven thirty a.m.” 



